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T was not till the following Dialogues were 
4 nearly ready for the preſs, that I firſt ſaw Dr. 
Prieſtley's Hiſtory of Early Opinions; what 
little could have been added, had 1 ſooner met 
with this tract, in reply to the arguments he has 
advanced at the beginning of it againſt the doc- 
trines maintained in the ſubſequent pages, ſhall be 
| here ſet down, and references made ta thoſe parts 
of the Dialogues which already contain a refutation 
of any thing he hath again brought forward. 
The contents of the Doctor's firſt ſection, in 
which he argues from the tenour of ſcripture 
againſt the divinity and pre. exiſtence of Chriſt, are 
replied 1o in the ſecond and third dialogues, and 
eſpecially toward the cloſe of the latter; the 
ground on which he ſtrives (and which effort 
ſhows ſo little acquaintance with thoſe general 
principles of grammar in which one who has ven- 
"ed to be a en 0 to be thoroughly 
verſed) | 


. 


5 k 1 iv 15 


* 


| verſed) to evade the force of thoſe greinikable | 
1 in Geneſis, 6 Let us make man,” and ce Let 


* ug go don,“ by ſaying, they are mere Phraſe- 


_ ology, is taken away by what is ſtated in page . 


48, 49. To his queſtion why the doctrine of the 


Trinity is not more expreſsly taught? beſide 


what is ſaid page 9, that it is taught plainly | 


; enough, let it be returned, that we'do not think 


the not having a greater meaſure of information 


given” us, a ſufficient reaſon for not making uſe 
of what we have. Indeed this, and all the reſt of 

what he hath ſaid in his introduction is but a repe- 
tirion of what he hath before urged ; although he 
| Chooſes not to pay any more attention to the 
| anſwers which either his-ſelf or his predeceſſors i in 
Socinianiſm have repeatedly received; 


than he 


does in his ſtatement of the doctrine of the ancient 


a Jewiſh church to what the "Ay learned Allix 
long ago proved on that head; or when he finds 
; it abſolutely neceſſary to the eſtabliſhment of his 
hypotheſis to get rid of the epiſtles of Ignatius, he 
pays to the moſt confiderable work in proof of 


their authencity, that of Biſhop Pearſon, The 


queſtions which the Doctor puts in this ſection as 
; N 8897 to anſwers oy in his favour, ny 


— - be 
Ls * 
* * 0 * 7 
5 : y mn 


r * 5 
be fairly replied to by. fimilar queſtions. on the 


other ſide Why, if the Son of God did not make | 


the world, do St. John and St. Paul ſpeak of 


him fo as to induce ſuch numbers of thoſe who 


ſtudy their works, to think he did? Why, if he 
was mere man, did he talk of coming with the 
Father, and making his abode with his diſciples? 
Or, as to the words the Doctor his- ſelf has quoted, 
if his diſciples were ſatisfied that he was no more 
thin a mortal and they had never been led by his 
converſation to think more highly of him, what 
need was there for ſaying unto them the Father 
eis greater than 1” ? Could they at once become 
likely to put a creature on a level with the Crea- 
tour? But the Doctor ſays that had the Apoſtle 
Paul conſidered Chriſt as being any thing more 
than a man with reſpect to his nature, he could 
never have urged with the leaſt propriety or effect, 
that „as by man came. death, by man came alſo 


7 


„ the reſurrection of the dead.” With great 


deference for that acumen with which the Doctor 
is wont to argue, it was enough for the Apoſtle's 
argument that Chriſt ſhould really be man, 


though at the ſame time he might be more; as 


indeedvin. the very ſame chapter is thus taught, 


a ; ny the : 
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« the firſt man was of the earth, n ; the fe- 
„ cond man is the Lord from Heaven.“ On 
which paſſage was Dr, Prieſtley to argue from the 


application of the term man to our Lord, that he 
could not be more than man, a very child would 


diſcern that he might as well ſay he-muſt be 


Adam's eldeſt ſon, the ſecond man in the world. 
The title of his ſecond ſeftion, © An Argu- 


ment for the late Origin of the Doctrines of the 
Divinity and Pre-exiſterce of Chriſt from the 
Difficulty of tracing the Time in which they 

« were firſt divulged” brings forward no very 

4 promiſing topic for the argument the Doctor 
would draw from it, as the origin of any ſubject is 
generally much more likely to be clouded by its 
antiquity than its novelty. Experience however 
proves that weightier circumſtances than this will 
not daunt Doctor Prieſtley, nor will thoſe who 
are acquainted with his writings be ſurpriſed at 


this ſection's opening with two aſſumptions; one 
that what he had ſaid in the former was ſatisfac- 
tory ; the other that the Jews expected their 
Meſſiah would be a mere man, and to which I 


: have replied page 23, the Doctor moſt ſtrangely 
brings forward our * * as man, as 


„„ ground 


11 


(F) 


95 2 
T vi 


-grourid-on which to deny his divinity, as if te 
_ eſtabliſh the latter it were neceffary the former had 
never been; and while he puts the queſtion con- 
cerning the behaviour of his apoſtles; forgets that 
the very fame will recur, even if they believed 
him to be no more than the Meſſiah, and in this 


character Peter had confeſſed him; for the Jew- 


iſh ideas of the Meſſiah were not fuch as to yield 
any hope ef a good event to either betray ing or 


denying him. The difficulty which appears ſo in- 


ſoluble to the Doctor, of the Jews not being of- 
fended, if they heard of the doctrine of Chriſt's 
divinity, ariſes from his not conſidering, or not 
knowing that they did not think it inconſiſtent 
with either the Divine Unity or the doctrines of 
ſetipture; to any one who will attentively read 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, this will be plain, 
and if ſo, the argument from their not exclaiming 


againſt the doctrine reverts upon the Doctor, and 
overturns all he hath written on this point; but 


| of this he was not aware, | 


To what the Doctor hath aſſerted 3 the 


_ cloſe of this ſection, that the opinion that the di- 
vine communications to mankind under the Old 
Teſtament were made through the Son, has no 


"EM coun- 


— F 


— 


— , SIE TO 1 


mY wax, "ARA. - nels 7 
, 


— 


—ñ̃¶ ů.᷑ne. — a * — 


by 

? 

| 
1 
1 
N 

| 
1 
i 
! 

1 

: 

| 

' 

+ 

! 


— e os | nee — 
— Fs TrE$s. . — 


— R . APY AION gey 10 ts 


— 


P — 
* = N 
9 55 


AS 


countenance from ſcripture, 1 have anſwered page 


64. Nor is his firſt quotation from the epiſtle 


have-juſt mentioned (for his ſecond is nothing to 


the purpoſe) ſufficient to ſet aſide what is there 
ſtated ; ſince. St. Paul manifeſtly ſpeaks only of 
the appearance of the Son among men, and as 
man, having taken fleſh z whereas his former 
appearances were in the form of God, without any 
5 ſpecification of perſonal character; and in the 
very chapter from which theſe words are cited, 
there is a declaration of his being the Son of God 
by nature, and the Maker of all things; and had 
Dr. Prieſtley quoted the whole of it, all his argu- 
ments againſt the pre- exiſtence and divinity of 
Chriſt would have appeared as nought _ the 
leſſon there given, 


In anſwer to the arguments of his third ſection 


from (hat is only preſumed) Chriſt not being the 
object of prayer, I refer the reader to page 24, 


25 and 26, where our bleſſed Lord is ſhewn to be 


the object of worſhip and of praiſe. The quota- 
_ tion from Polycarp's prayer proves no more than 


that martyr did not in that inſtance make uſe of 


the © precedent St, Stephen had given, but by no 


means that he did not think the example ſufficient; 
4 1 SEO « while 


'Þ 


UTE 


while this prayer which the Doctor quotes, and 


his quotation of which is followed by an obſerva» 


tion that men are greatly miſled by attention to 


particular texts, concludes with a doxology 
totally inconſiſtent with the candid Doctor's hy po- 


theſis, though he did not think fit to notice it. 1 
cite i it according to the reading leaſt favourable to 


the ſide on which I am contending, and even then 
it runs thus, F or this and for all things I praiſe 
« thee, 1 bleſs thee, I glorify thee, through the 


* everlaſting high · prieſt Jeſus Chriſt, thy beloved 


“e child, with whom to thee and the Holy Ghoſt 
6 be glory, both now and in future ages. Amen,” 
80 that this diſciple of the Apoſtle John did not 
think there was the leaſt impropriety in joining 
the Son and the Holy Ghoſt in a doxology with 
the Father.“ Neither had he herein departed 
from the doctrine the church or his- ſelf had 
received from the Apoſtles; - for in St. Paul's 
ſecond Epiſtle to the Corinthians, we have an ex- 
preſs declaration, that that Apoltle © beſought 
the 
„* The ſimilarity between this doxology of a primitive mar- 
tyr at the ſtake, and part of the hymn uſed by our church at 


the eloſe of the communion, ſervice, merits the noties of very 
dender. : a3 


* . 


« the Lotd, that the thorn he had in the flefn 
. might depart from him,” it appearing from the 
context that this Lord was Chrift J for he ſpake 
to the Apoſtle, which the Father is not ſaid to 
_ have done in the whole hiſtory of the Apoſtles f 


and having ſaid when he ſpake, My ftrength i is 


* made perfect in weakneſs ;” the Apoſtle writes, 
80 Moſt gladly therefore will rather glory in my 


oY infirmiries, that the power of Chrift may reft 
ee upon me:“ in which paſſage, if it were not 
Chriſt who ſpake to him, and to whom he prayed, 
he hath given the glory due unto God to Chriſt; ; 


but moreover, St. John has laid it down as part 


of our faith i in the Son of God, to believe that he 


heareth our Prayers, . Theſe things haye Iwrit- 


« ten unto you that believe on the name of the 
* Son of God ; that ye may. know that ye have 


by eternal life, and that ye may believe on the 
<6 name of the Son of God, and this is the confi- 


6 dence that we have in him, that if we aſk any 


9 ching according to his will, he heareth us, 

bo and if we know that he hear us whatſoever we 
5 aſk, we know that we have the petitions that 
- we defired of Hime I John, 5, 13, 14, 15. 


4 


1 


1 1 80 


On what is contained in the 4th ſection, I muſt 


refer the reader to page 13 and 65, The Doctor 
indeed aſſerts that by affirming that nothing is 


wanting to either of the perſons of the Trinity to 
conſtitute him properly God, and yet that theſe 
three are only one God, we do aſſert that they ars 
one and many in the ſame reſpect. But he ſhould 
conſider haw they could be one God, unleſs each 
vere truely God, for was any Divine attribute 
wanting in either, the Trinity would then conſiſt 
of God and ſomething elſe, and for the epithet 


perfect which he has here uſed, it is taken from 


another part of the Creed alluded to, where it is 
uſed as equivalent only to true z while he ſeems to 
bave overlooked what is expreſsly affirmed, that 
there is but one godhead, which being the ſame 
in all three, the Son differing from the Father only 
in what is neceſſary to his being the Son, and the 
ſpirit from either, only in what is neceſſary to his 


being the Spirit, can make but one God. As ta 


the plain account of perſon and being with which 
the Doctor has favoured us; it was unneceſſarily. 
troubling himſelf to prove that in believing in the 
Father, and the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, we 
muſt believe that each has a being, or is; yet 


* 


baving a being or exiting; is ſomething different 


from the ſubſtance which does exiſt; and ere he 
had ſaid, that it was manifeſtly abſurd to ſay, that 
Chriſt is God, but there js no ſubſtance to which 


his attributes may be referred, he ſhould have re- 


collected, that to the Divine ſubſtance, that in- 
comprehenſible one in which the Father, the Son, 
and the Spirit are, we refer them all. In fact, 
though the Doctor was aware, that the terms we 
employ on this ſubject are not uſed as in nature 
adequate to it, but as the moſt proper we have, 


he has yet not very fairly inſiſted upon their being 
employed ſtrictly in the ſenſe in which he chooſes 


to define them, boldly declaring every thing leſs 


18 nonſenſe, and having thus drawn out his pre- 


miſes, literally in his own terms, he makes a con- 


clufion which he challenges us to avoid, or find 
juſter principles; yet of this alternative it will be 


needleſs to take either part, ſince the premiſes 
 theirſelyes are very falſe, and the concluſion muſt 


drop of courſe. He' begins thoſe with obſerving 
that the term Being may be predicated of every 


thing, but perſon is limited to intelligent Beings, 
and thence concluding, that therefore three men 
are not t only three Beings, but likewiſe three . 


ſ % 


ſ % 


Tm) 
ſons. But is not this argument, all perſons are ins 


telligent Beings, therefore thoſe who are intelligent 


Beings are perſons too, exactly parallel to every 
horſe is an animal, and therefore every animal is 
an horſe? Or when begging the queſtion of God's 


being one perſon, he ſays, the term God is a ſubdi- 


viſion under the term perſon, is it not concluding in 


the ſame falſe manner, not what his premiſes war- 
ranted, that a perſon muſt be an intelligent Being, 


but what they had nothing to do with, that an in- 


telligent Being muſt be a perſon? When the 


Doctor produces juſter principles, he may claim 
farther anſwer, until then the former part of this 


ſection will deſerve as little attention as the repe- 
tition of coarſe conceptions, and the queſtions ſo. 


nearly bordering on Profancacie which compoſe 
the latter. | 

With the 5th and 6th ſections I have no concern, 
thinking as meanly of the reaſonings of the Atians 
as the Doctor hisſelf. And for the laſt argument 


drawn from the ſuppoſed materiality of man, 
(though even if that were granted, it is ridicuz 


ouſly weak) as it can have no effect, but on thoſe 
who think, that after the body be deſtroyed, they 


thall have no ſpirit to be ſaved i in the day of the. 


3 Lord, 
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Lord, it wouja be waſting time to reply to it; or 
to that ſtring of weak and irreverend queſtions. - 


with which the Doctor concludes this introduc- 
tion, Indeed the numerous inſtances of unbluſh- 


ing obſtinacy in maintaining points in which he 


hath been repeatedly confuted, of unfair ſtate- 


ments, of weak reaſoning and unwarranted con- 
cluſion, and of utter unſkilfulneſs in that language 


in which the greater part of the hiſtory he pretends 


to elucidate, is locked up, given by the Doctor 


render him a writer no longer worthy of being ſe- 


riouſly anſwered ; we may gaze with wonder at the | 


number and ſize of his works, and admire him 


and his truſty eſquire Mr. Lindſey advancing to- 


wards us, preceded by their female captive“, but 


our looks of amazement will quickly reſolve them- 


ſelves not into thoſe of reverence, but into the con- 
vulſed countenance of hearty laughter; with which 
ſhould any of my readers wiſh to recreate them- 


ſelves after attending to a ſerious ſubject, I will 


recommend the peruſal of the ſubjoined ſpecimens 


of tranſlation from the Greek, that I met with in 


21 do not recollect that the Door has told us, whether 
they were Gnoſtics of whom St. Paul complained, as N 
into houſes, and leading filly wemen ä 


Fx the 


L* 1 
the firſt volume, (which is all that I have yet been 
able to turn over) of the hiſtory of early opinions, 
by one who ſays, he for ſeveral years taught that 
language. Let not however the production of 
theſe, or of any thing elſe I have thought it requi- 
fite now to bring forward, be conſtrued into an 
ill. natured attempt to expoſe the miſtakes of ano 


ther, it proceeds not from that principle, but from 


a deſire to prevent any of the well intentioned from 


being miſled by a groundleſs opinion of the know. 


ledge, ſagacity, and ſincerity of a man, whio aſ- 
ſumes the character of a fair enquirer after truth. 
When ſuch a man makes uſe of argument, or ap- 
peals to authority in ſupport of any thing different 
from what is already received, it is the duty of 
every man to himſelf, and particularly of thoſe 
who hold the office of public teachers, towards 
others, to examine his arguments, and the autho- 
rities which he produces, and if they find him de- 
fective in the firſt, and of little ſkill to Judge of 
the laſt, to repreſent his deficiency as publickly, 
as he arrogates to himſelf ſuperiour information,” 
diſcernment or love of truth, the ſeeing an authour 


who writes with that confidence which Doctor 


Prieſtley ſhews, convicted of ſophiſtry, errour and 


ignorance 


.-. wg . — — = — — — ne = . = 
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without pretending to make all the circumſtances 


[wi]. 


| Ignorance may ſave ſome from following him in 


his extravagancies; and afford a ſalutary ſuggeſtion 


to others, who though not meaning to proceed ſa 
far, yet with a proportionate want of information 


are bold to paſs by ſignificant hints of diſſent a cen- 


weighed and approved by thoſe Who were beyond 


compariſon abler to determine than theirſelves, ta 
uſe a little more diffidence, and ere they conclude, 
that they can with one glance decide more judici- 


ouſly, than thoſe who have taken the trouble of 
long and accurate inveſtigation, earneſtly enquire 


into the grounds of their determination; when 


they may find them much ſounder than any, they 
| have hitherto imagined they could rely on, and be 
inclined to treat with greater deference that church, 
which grounds her faith entirely on ſcripture, re- 


ceiving the declarations thereof in their plain and 


moſt obvious ſenſe, and if while ſhe does this there 


prove to be really contained in them, a doctrine too 


high for her diffuſely to explain, ſhe believeth, 
where ſhe cannot unravel; contenting herſelf with 


ſtating to her children, what holy writ teacheth, 


and 


F 


T- xv | 
and conſequences leyel to their underſtandings. 
How liable a different courſe is to lead men to the 
greateſt errours, we may partly learn from an in- 
ſtance given by the writer, on whoſe work I have 


now been obſerving : Some years are now paſt ſince 


I warned his friend Mr. Lindſey, that the interpre- 
tation which the Socinian hypotheſis obliged him to 


put on the beginning of St. John's goſpel, was in 
truth concluſive for the doctrine of the Patri- 


paſſians“; becauſe as in Mr. Lindſey's opinion God 


could mean only the Father, if the Logos were in- 
terpreted God himſelf, by what follows, that © the 
* Logos was made fleſh, and dwelt among us,” it 
muſt conſequently be underſtood, that the Father 

took fleſh; yet by Dr. Prieſtley the firſt verſes of 


that goſpel are thus paraphraſed, In the begin- 
ce ning, or before all time was the Logos, and the 
% Logos was with, or rather belonged to God, as 
e his proper attribute, and therefore was no other 


& than God himſelf, &c.” Let this orols inſtance 


teach others, that to reje& what is already holden, 
1s not the certain way to avoid errour, and induce 
them to lend more favourable attention to deduc- 


tions 


* See a letter to the Rey, Theophilus a AM. printed 
for Rivington, 1778, 
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= "Fviti 
tions drawn folely from the Scripture; not per- 
2% verted by pretended explication. I hope there is 
1 not in the following tract a ſingle text diſtorted; 
whether the light in which I have conſidered holy | 
writ be partial, my readers muſt judge; and I 5 
moſt earneſtly beſeech the Father of lights, to en- 
dow us all with ſingleneſs of heart, and give us a 
right underſtanding in all things, through our Lord 
| and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt : To whom, the Father, 
=: and the Son, with the Holy . be ior for 1 
cver and ever. "Amen. 
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SPECIMENS of TRANSLATION, 


By Dr. PRIESTLEY. 


3 


*Exxroy; The Seventh; page 147 and again 169. 

«pyyimor ; Carnal, page 151. : | 
**Peornor; Thought; page 155. 

rg Te adp yours 3 Who is a perfect man? page 188. 
4%, wol Yeo Tp00&TTEC HW HjpPoTrex; Tg Nana os eTtgodugot 3 
How the heterodox can ſay that there are two Gels in the 


Ul 


Old Teſtament ; page 291. 

401 & AtYOvTEG, Toανεεν Em ng un decmorny, rod, ru caro; 
Te\zor Azyen 3 For they who ſay he is Lord of the ſoul, 3 
not of the body, do not make him perfect; page 298. 

%% EI & ua} To ov b,], Energy is the ſame thing with being, 
page 374 and 375, | 

With the fullowing paraphriſtical reading 1 ſoall cloſe the curious 

| bft ; | | 

Pie 1H yr WATNBEES HTN WINANY KATHANENOITED Wrote the 

hiſtory of the preaching of the Apoſtles, page 265, 
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DIALOGUE I. 


JEROM and EUGENIUs. 
Eug. OT ſeeing you at church, Jerom, 
N and knowing that your abſence on 
a2 Sunday, and particularly on a 
principal feſtival could ſcarcely be voluntary, I 
haſtened to enquire, whether any indiſpoſition pre- 
vented your attendance. 
Peer. Indeed you do me but juſtice in aſcribing 
my ſtaying at home to neceſſity; the danger of en- 
creaſing a cold, accompanied by a ſlow fever under 
which I have for ſome time ſuffered, deterred me 
from venturing out: But from whom have I 
miſſed of a diſcourſe on this feſtival ? 
Eug. From our learned and ingenious vicar, 
who found means to ſpeak on a ſubject moſt fre- 
quently treated, without ſaying any thing either 
* B trite 


of 
s » . 
— 09 ne mo — 


——ÜE—ͤ— ¹ —— — — — — 
— — — 
* 


po „ 

rite or trivial: 1 wiſh his curate poſſeſt as found 
a judgment! 1 
Jer. Wherein has he offended you? 

Eug. By reading that ſtrange ee ae | 


LS 


Athanafian Creed, 
Jer. Do you blame a man for fulfilling his en- 


gagements ? 


Eug. Certainly not. TIP — — 95 
Jer. Yet he whom you now _ hath fo- 
1 promiſed, to uſe the Liturgy of the Church 
of England, as preſcribed in the Book of Com- 


mon Prayer, which book particularly directs, that 


this Creed be repeated on the preſent, and ſeveral 
other feſtivals ; ſo that without a breach of his 
een, he could not have omitted it. 
Eug. Of that I was not aware, and I am rather 
ſurprized at hearing it, ſince I have known this 


Creed to be repeatedly omitted in the ſervice } and 
have heard, that many of the clergy of this church» 
both at preſent, and heretofore, have theirſelves 


declared their diſapprobation of it: Nay, J par- 
ticularly remember reading ſomewhere in the Bio- 
graphia Britannica; that“ ſome of the brighteſt 


„ ornaments of the Church of England might be 
7 mentioned, EO * embraced different ſen- 


= timents, 


1 
| 10 climents; even from thoſe contaified in the N. 
e cene Creed. 

Jer. I would willingly hope, thi ſuch a charge 
8 only from the arrogance of a ſect, who 
wiſh to make the number of thoſe who think with 

themſelves, appear as large as poflible, even 
claiming men, who, if their claim be well founded, 
can do credit to no party; for ſince the articles 
of our church expreſsly declare, that the three 
creeds ought in any wiſe to be retained, ſince they 
may be proved by moſt certain warrant of Holy 
Scripture; and every clergyman does on being ad- 
mitted to Holy Orders aſſent to thoſe articles, 
Whoever continues to act as a miniſter of the 
Church of England, while he entertains ſentiments 
differing from the doctrine of thoſe creeds, ceaſes 
to be a man of fair dealing: This poſition is fo 
plain, that I have often been ſurprized at the ea - 
gerneſs with which the Arian and Socinian parties 
in this kingdom contend for the ſuffrage pt ſome 
deceaſed dignitaries of this church; as in ſo doing, 
they muſt either caſt a ſcandalous aſperſion on 


men, no longer able to defend their own charac- 


= Biograph. Brit. Article, Bull (One in the Nene 
marked “,“ and ſigned K. T. 


Ba — 4 pes: 


4-3 
ters, or at beſt, vindicate to themſelves partizans 
of very little probity. _ 15 
Eig. They do indeed in this appear to betray 

great want either of judgment, or of reſpectable 
names on their ſide; a cauſe always becomes ſuſ- 
picious, that is ſupported by diſingenuous men, 
which now muſt remain the caſe with theirs, which 
ever ſide of the dilemma they take. But how is 
it, that a church, which I have been taught to 
think averſe from perſecution and violence, ſhould 
adopt ſentiments fo unchriſtian, as the condemning 
clauſes of this creed contain? e 
Fier. Do you by unchriſtian mean contrary to 
thoſe principles which were taught by the firſt 
Preachers of the goſpel, and are gs projerved 1 in 
their writings? | 
Eng. Yes, and to that ſpirit of char which 
reigns throughout them. 
Fer. Do you recollect thoſe words of our bleſſed 
Saviour, when he gave his apoſtles commiſſion to 
preach che goſpel to every creature, He that be- 
lieveth and is baptized ſhall be ſaved: But he 
e that believeth not, ſhall be damned. Won. 
Eg. I recollect the words, but thoſe of the 


crged are Without doubt ſhall periſh ever- 
0 OY" 2 1 BA „ 


| 49 } 
Fier. And ean you blame the church for think. 
| ing the words of her Redeemer unqueſtionable ? Or 
have you ever read in «he ſcripture of any other 
final condemnation, than that to the fire which 
never goeth out, and to the worm which neyer 
Eug. No; but it is, I think, too readily apply- 
| Ing to the diſbelief of a particular point, what our 
Lord hath ſaid of the rejection of the whole; and 
bears the appearance of an uncharitable willing- 
neſs to conſign to perdition, thoſe who differ from 
us in their ſentiments thereon. 
Jer. A whole conſiſteth only in its parts, which 


are all even that wherein it is declared Who- 


« ſoever breaketh one of theſe leaſt commandments, 
and ſhall teach men ſo, he ſhall be called the 
leaſt in the kingdom of heaven“) founded on 
the ſame authority, that therefore is attacked, 
Vwhenever any of theſe is rejected; and were we per- 
mitted partially to receive the doctrines of Chriſt, 
it might be ſamething in reality very different from 
his goſpel, which we might chooſe for the ſtand- 
ard of our faith, and the rule of our obedience. 
And for the other part of your charge, you ſhould 

recollec, that evil ſurmiſes conſtitute in them. 


1 1 1 ſelves 


[6] 


b ſelves great breaches of charity, and chereſdre, | 
ete you conſider the ſupparters of this creed as in- 


clined to uncharitableneſs; you ſhould weigh well 


the ſenſe of theſe damnatory clauſes: They contain 
neither prayers nor wiſhes for the condemnation 
of unbelievers; but expreſſions of the ſentiments 
of the church with regard to their ſtate, yhich 
ſentiments are thus openly declared with the moſt 
charitable of all views, that of rouſing the guilty 
to reflection and repentance, and preſerving others 
from falling into their errors; thus aiming at the | 
_ falvation of both. This of want of charity is a 
favourite charge with every ſpecies of infidel; 

thoſe who totally reject the goſpel, urge it againſt | 
all whoprofeſs it, on the ground of their believing 

that there is no ſalvation but the faithful in 
_ Chriſt; whereas in fact, their perpetually calling 2 
on others, to come into the church, that they may 
not be condemned, is by practice manifeſting 
their univerſal love; while they ſtill keep their 
underſtandings clear to ſee ue. eames in the 
truth themſelves. ES 1507 

Eug. But is a man to be chitdentified 6 not be- 
lieving what he cannot Sons ati or 1 88 | 


even never heard of? 
35 


75 er. 


5 


me; With regard to comprehenſion, of that 
there are various degrees, and it is a very different 
aà cd of the mind from belief, and in no point ne- 
ceſſary to it, but as far as it reſpects the terms of 
the propoſition we are required to receive; Theſe 
underſtood, though we know not how. a thing is, 
we may believe that it is; our faith reſting ſolely 
on the authority of him who affirms the fact. 
And as to involuntary as well as invincible igno- 
rance, do you think our Lord meant to extend his 
menace to thoſe, who are by that prevented from 5 
believing? 
Eug. No. | 
Fer. Why then i gle; that the compilers or 
impoſers of this creed, intended the clauſes in 
queſtion againſt any but thoſe who from a vicious 
perverſeneſs reje& the catholic faith, as to this 
fundamental doctrine? 
Eng. By ſuppoſing that they did not, you cer- 
tainly render thoſe clauſes much leſs exception- 
able; but of the reſtriction you chus make, hey 
perhaps never thought. 
Fer. That they had the words of our 8 
in view, the phraſe they have uſed ſufficiently 
manifeſts wherefore it is no more than being 
B4 . commonly 
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coommonly candid to ſuppoſe that chey intended 
them to be taken not univerſally, but generally 
als his are to be underſtood, and as to thoſe per- 
ons in particular who placed the creed in our li- 
turgy, a plain declaration made in a parallel caſe 
by our reformers, fully warrants me in maintain- 
ing that they intended this reſtrained application; ; 
for in the Reformatio Legum ſpeaking of bap- 
tiſm, they deny that ſalvation is with-holden 
from any, but thoſe who deſpiſe this ſacred font, 
or ſtart back from it ene os or per- 
vepiraety.* N 5 
Eg. I acknowledge that in this Wanne 
vou haye good grounds for what you ſay of their 
intention: Still with all theſe allowances, that are 
ſuppoſed for invincible ignorance: or ſtupidity | 
it is for a difference in matter a wm that this Þ 
creed condemns men. | 
Jer. Tell me, Eugenius, by okin do you chink 
the conduct of a man is regulated? | 


Eꝛug. By his principles to be ſure. 
= Jer. And what are his principles but his opi- 
- nions? If his conduct be not conſiſtent with theſe, 
* pee the e if they are, he muſt 
either 


* | p Ss 1 1 ap Heres Cap, 16. 


5 a 9 1 | 
either be a being not ſubje& to account, or be 55 
2 anſwerable for his opinions, as well as his prac- 
tice, and conſequently liable to be rewarded, or 
condemned for them. 

Eug. This may be true, yet it ſeems harſh to 
Fe HER men, becauſe they hold not the ſame 
more as we do, | 

Fier. It is not on that account, but becauſe 
5 hold not the truth. gs 
Eig. But Jerom, will not they on their ide ay 
= os ſame of us ? £7 

Jer. Undoubtedly : And would 1 not BY: Atheiſt 
. the ſame ? Conſider his ale ; Why do you 
.condemn him? 

Eug. Becauſe he will not yield to that i: 
dant teſtimony, which the works of creation af 
ford of the exiſtence of God. | 
Fier. And may not he ſay, that he does not 
think this teſtimony ſufficient, adding, that if 
you do, ſtill you ſhould not condemn him merely 
for differing from you in opinion ? 

Eug. He might endeayour ſo to colour his 
crime; but his diſbelief muſt ariſe from a vicious 
perverſeneſs of mind. 


Jer. 


t SW 
Fer. That % true; and the ſame we a in the 


| ober caſe: As the works of creation are adequate 


' to prove to any man of underſtanding, ſo far cul- | 
_ _ tivated as to enable him to reaſon, the being of 
Sod z; o are the wonders of revelation ſufficient 


to convince any, who are able to determine on 


them and will inveſtigate their worth, of the truth 
of the goſpel; and ſo too the declarations of the 
| : holy ſcriptures on the divinity of the Three Per- 
| ſons and the unity of God, are plain enough to 


put the matter beyond all doubt, with every one 


who is not wilfully blind; ſo that you muſt con- 
demn or acquit equally in the three ſeveral caſes. 
Eug. But are the points e in them 15 


equally i important. 


Fier. As to the criminality of diſbelief, TY 
in the laſt it may be greater than in either of the 
others ; for he who allows that God hath ſpoken, 


yet will not believe what he hath ſaid, appears to 


deny the truth of the Deity : and as to the effects 


it may have on a man's practice, greatly are the 


ſinctions of the Chriſtian Religion weakened dy 


the diſbelief of the divinity of the Redeemer, our 
obligations both to the Father and to him appear 


5 * the i of ſin appears not ſo difficult to be 


e diſcharged, 


_ 


1 1 


and leſs ſecure ; while this error (if it may be 


called by ſo tender a name) leadeth to others ; 
as you may ſec in the progreſs which the Socinians 
rapidly make to obliterating, if it be poſſible, all 


the terrours of the Lord; our ſpiritual ſtate depend- 


ing on his grace, and the eternity of future puniſh- 
ments are controverted by them; and the fallibi- 


lity of the inſpired penmen being aſſerted, they 


have procured to themſelves the liberty of receiv - 
ing or rejecting the doctrines delivered in the holy | 
ſcriptures, as they may agree with, or milirate 


againſt their own inclinations, | 
Eug. This indeed is making to chemſelev a 
a new religion, and oyerthrowing at once all pre- 
tence to authority in that which they yet affirm 
to be a divine relation. But though ſome few may 
be thus abſurd, others who go not ſo far may 


have reaſon on their ſide : Surely the uſe of an 
unſctiptural term in ſo ſolemn a form as a public | 
confeſſion of faith, may be objected againit ; and 
where in the whole Bible is the word Trinity to 
be found? Yet on a delief in che T _ the 
creed inſiſts, 


Jer. 


| : ct 12 1 
Fer. 'You hardly mean to > defend the verbal 
Sales of the ge i CA Og 
Fug. No. 8 : ley 
i Jer Why not then OY a ores which well ex- 
preſſes what is delivered in ſcripture, though the 
term itſelf be not totidem literis to be found 
therein? 1 
Eug. How does it well deres. any ahi found. 
in ſcripture ? 
Fer. Are not the Father, the Son, ont te hy 
n WA 
"3 - ug. Yes, ts | 
Fer. And may we not 1 way of Aiſtin&tion 
call them the Three, or the Holy Three? 
Eug. Certainly we may without impropriety. 
Jer. Why not then che Trinity, as e 4 
en: Triad? _ 
\  Eug, Indeed I can alledge. no > good. reaſon 
againſt j it. | 
Fer. Then have done with 3 to the 5 
term; its meaning is ſ ufficiently explained in the 
5 creed itſelf, where the perſonal diverſity and the 
=. eſſential unity are affirmed, and the authority for 
our aſſerting both is ſtated in the declaration, 
that by the dectrine of the Chriſtian religion we 
2 55 | | | | are 


1 1 
are taught to acknowledge each perſon by him: 
ſelf to be God and Lord, and yet forbidden to 
' ſay, there be three Gods, or three Lords: I am 


convinced that many of the objections made to 


this creed, have ariſen from people's not know- 


ing how to read, and by making pauſes in wrong | 
places, introducing apparent confuſion i into what 


is in itſelf clear. 
Eug. This may have been the caſe in more in- 
ſtances than is generally imagined. But there is a 


further charge of contradiction urged againſt the 


doctrine itſelf. 
Fer. have hand 3 as much ; but the eſſence of 


ol contradiction conſiſts in the ſame thing being 
both affirmed and denied, of the ſame ſubject, 


in the ſame reſpect; and I am ſure this is not 
done here: For it is not ſaid that three perſons 
are one perſon, or that one God 1s three Gods, 
but that three perſons are one God: And the 
whole deduction of particulars is made with this 
eſpecial view to avoid a contradiction, reſting en- 
tirely on the aſſertions of revelation, without any 
attempt to explain the nature of that Being who 
is exalted far above all created comprehenſion. 


2 0 


_ © cuſſion, 


uy © 7 14 1 3 
P Bie This is true, and 1 now fee how little 
i ground there is for many cenſures 1 have heard 
vttered againſt this creed ; if the doctrine it eon - 
_ tains is ſcripturah, I * not Why we ſhould 2; 
reject it, 7 
=_ dye A that point; 
I will moſt readily canvaſs it with you. 

Eug. At preſent it is too late to enter on ſuch 
a topic, but as I have your permiſſion, I will 
take an early opportunity of propoſing ſome 
queſtions I have heard put thereon, for 1 5 diſ- 


4 


Fer. 1 will moſt mb join with you in a 
candid examination of them. | 


| END of the FIRST DIALOGUE. 


1 15 J 


DIALOGUE If. 


| — 3 1am come to reſume our 
ertatie of yeſterday; is it agreeable to 290 : 
now to do ſo? 
Fier. Perfectly; with 1 do you 1 hs 
Eug. As you have already ſhown that the charge | 
of contradiction on the doctrine does not hold, I 
ſhall wave what I otherwiſe ſhould have offered, 
that if in our explanations of ſcripture we. draw 
from it any thing in itſelf contrary to reaſon, we 
may be ſure we miſunderſtand what we pretend to 
interpret, and muſt enquire further until we find 
a meaning againſt which the ſame objection does 
not lie ; and will at once mention to you, that of 
late I have heard ſeveral men who talk much on 
ſuch points, ſay, that there is no neceſſity from 
ought ſaid in the goſpel to believe Chriſt to be 
more than mere man. 5 
Jer. If their aſſertion be juſt, then is there no 
neceſſity from any thing written in the goſpel, to 
believe that he was even that, and we may reject | 
91 the 


—_ 7 46 1 e 
| FE "te whole hiſtory of his birth, ile oaths ___ 
ſufferings as a cunningly deviſed fable; for if plain 

and poſitive declarations are not to be received in 
one place, why are they in another? St. John as 
poſitively declares, that The Word was God, » 
as the ener war that NR was born of 
Mary. e TS 
Eug. But hey ſay RY this very text by: no 
mean includes, what is generally affirmed. of it; 
for that the Logos means no more than the power 
or wiſdom of God. 7 HOO | 
"Jer They may tranſlate the lofgial: word 4 
they plcaſe, but however they render it, various 
tracts yet extant, written near that period, teſtify, 
that in the age of the apoſtles, the Logos of God 
was uſed by both Jews and Gentiles to ſignify a 
divine perſon ; ; as ſuch he i is ſaid by St. John to have 
been made fleſh, and have dwelt among us; as ſuch 


he is ſpoken of by the ſame evangeliſt in the iſt 
1 chap. of his iſt epiſtle, and in the 19th of the Apo- 
calypſe; and as ſuch he is mentioned in the 41k 
chapter of the epiſtle to the Hebrews. Had the 
evangeliſt meant no more than the faculty of wiſ- 
dom, what propriety would there be in telling us, 
*that it was in the beginning with God ? would 


any 


P * 


. 


any one ter ſo authoritative a declaration 


have been likely to conclude that the wiſdom of 8 


God might have exiſted ſeparately from God ? 


Indeed making ſuch. attempts to evade the force 


| of a text is trifling not only ſo wretchedly, but ſo 
impiouſly, that I can hardly think the men who 


are guilty of it, haye either a grain of ſenſe or a 


ſpark of conſcience left: Have you ever read the 
ſcriptures, ſince you have arrived at an age to 
underſtand what you read? 


Eug. 1 have read _ but 1 9 not whe 


ther I can truly ſay with due attention. 


Jer. I put this queſtion, becauſe if you have 


| read them with any degree of ſeriouſneſs, I would 
5 aſk you, Whether you do not think, that through- 


out the New Teſtament the pre-exiſtence of our 


Lord is plainly taught, 
Eug. I have ever thought ſo ; ; but this idea 


the men I have mentioned treat as highly fan- 
ciful. | 


Jer. What then, is it mere fancy chat there 


are ſuch texts to be found, as 0 ia the beginning 
was the Word, and the Word was with God.“ 
> And, the ſame, was in the beginning with God— 

and, (6 What and if ye ſhall tee the Son of Man 
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« aſcend vp where he was 'before ?” and fend 
more to the ſame purport ; for if he had no exiſt- 
ence before he was born of the virgin, what fenſe 
or meaning is there in theſe paſſages; conſider 
only whether it may reaſonably be ſuppoſed, that 
if our bleſſed Saviour exiſted not before he appeared 
in this world, we ſhould bind ſuch TG written 
of him. 
Eig. No; l do not think it is. 
Fer. And! hardly think you will be of nin 
© that tGavoid this their falſely-grounded charge of 
fanciful ; interpretation, we ſhould embrace what 
is truely i imaginary only, their notion of. Chriſt's 
having been taken up into heaven before he en- 
tered on his prophetic office, of which there! is not 
| A fingle hint given by an inſpired writer. 

- Eug. No, for this would be countenancing a 
forgery of ſomething that never took place. DE 
Fer. Well then, if we believe that he now really 
exiſteth with God, we muſt believe that he really 
exiſted before he appeared on earth, For thus 
doth: his own plain declaration run, © I came 
* « forth from the F ather, and am come into the 
«t « « World: Again Tleave the World, and go unto 


7 + the Father.” L a is no room to preſume A 
| oy difference 


[ 0 ] 


difference as to the reality of his exiſtence at theſe 
two different periods, and as little to ſuppoſe that 
the former was of ſhort duration! If we believe 
that he took on him the form of a ſervant when he 
was made in the likeneſs of man, we muſt believe, 
that before that, he exiſted in ſome other form; 
and laſtly, to overthrow our objectors on their 
own ground, if we believe, that he made all things, 
as St. John declares, we muſt believe, that he is 
God; © For” as the apoſtle to the Hebrews ſaith, 
He that built all things is God,” which prin- 
ciple is applicable, even if they plead that ſub- 
terfuge which they ſo readily urge in anſwer to the 
words of St, John, that by the phraſe © All 
e Things” is meant all things under the goſpel, 
ſince there is full as good ground to think that the 
All Things uſed by the other apoſtle means the 
ſiume, and yet he lays it down as a maxim, that he 
who built them is God; while he is too exprelsly 
ſpeaking of Chriſt, as you will perceive from the 
context which if you will take the trouble to hand 
me the Teſtament which is in the window by you, 
I will read to you—It runs thus. For this 
Man' (man is inſerted by the tranſlatours to ſup- 
Ply the want of power in our article, in the original 
| Cc: Be» 5 ther? 


** 


"EW 4: | 
5 moe is Gmply * a) « was counted worthy of more 
glory than Moſes, inaſmuch as he who hath. 
„ builded the houſe hath more honour than che 
* houſe. For every houſe is builded by ſome 
man; but he who built all things is God.” The 
omiſſion of the article before ez; proves that this 
is the predicate of the propoſition, and conſequently 
the words are hot to be underſtood as merely an 
affirmation, that God made all things, which 
thoſe to whom the apoſtle was writing already be- 
lieved ; but as a proof that he who was then the 
principal ſubject of the apoſtle's diſcourſe is God, 
and that was Chriſt, whom he in the next verſe 
bur one declares © to be | as a Son over: his n 
Was houſe.” 
Zug. The apoſtle here ras of Moſes as but 
the work of Chriſt. | 5 
Jer. He does ſo, for he who made all hos; 
muſt be ack nowledged to be the Creatour of Moſes 


allo, whois but one veſſel in this great houſe. 
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Eg. I muſt own myſelf ſurprized at finding 
the ſcriptures fo pointedly againſt men, who pre- 
tend to be the moſt earneſt to preſerve them in 

their purity; yet they have ſtill what may be called 


* Winalar aeg for letting aide every inter- 


Pretation 


% 


Fl. 
: pretation favourable to the doctrine of the Trin: ty: 
They ſay, that ſome of the very ſame arguments 
which are uſed againſt that of n 
will apply againſt this. Qs ws 
Fer. How ſo? the charge of nad Sten ; 
table already ſhown will not lie; while that which 
is ſuppoſed to be tranſubſtantiated is an object of 


our ſenſes, and on which they are capable of 


| determining z whereas the nature of God is infi- | | 
nitely ſuperiour to our underſtandings, Nor is there 
the leaft reaſon from the texts by which the ſacra · 
ment of the Lord's Supper was appointed for in- 
trodueing ſuch a miracle, the words of inſtitution 
refer to a converſation which our Saviour before 
had with his diſciples, of whom the number had 
decreaſed on his declaration that no one could have 
life in him, who did not eat his fleſh, and drink 
his blood, and point to the bread and wine, as the 
ſymbols by which he then meant his diſciples 
ſhould partake. of his body and blood, and in 
reading them, a peculiar emphaſis ſhould be pla- 
| ced on the ward This; 5 This is my bady,” &c. 5 
But as to the point on which we are converling, : 
Chriſt is repeatedly called, and deſcribed (if 1 
m ſo ſpeak) as God; the attributes and the 
Ws %% 


1 | * 22 1 0 


N wail of the Deity are aſcribed: to him oY and FR 


danger of our being thereby led into polytheiſm is 
obviated by our being 8 chat he — 88 Fr a- 
ther are One. ; Ig 
-  Eug. Bat they ſay, hee Rab you OR ; 


put on it, ſtill it offends all ſincere advocates for 
the divine Unity and tends in rae to POP | 
the Jews out of the church. 


Jer. One would i imagine FRY their 3 


that the Unity of God was not aſſerted by the 
church of England; yet you will find her articles, 
Exc. as full and expreſs on this doctrine, as on 
that of the Trinity; and that her ſans deſerve the 


title of Unitarians, at leaſt as much as theirſelves. 
And for the offence taken at her holding it to be 


not inconſiſtant with what for want of better 
terms, ſhe calls a perſonal diverſity, ſuch being 
dlearly revealed, ſhe is not to model her tenets for 


the ſake of making converts; of this accommada- 


ting ſcheme the church long ago experienced the 


baneful effects, when in the beginning of the cor- 


ruptions introduced, much latitude was given with 
the view of bringing in the Pagans ; em whoſe 


retained errours there {till remain many things re- 


proachſul to thoſe who pay at us for having re- 


formed. 


23 1; 
8 But moreover, that which they recom- 
mend for reconciling the Jews is directly contrary 
to Jewiſh principles. The Jews have been ever 
taught to expect a divine Saviour. Such did they 
look for, when our Lord appeared; becauſe he 
bore not what they thought the marks of ſuch, 
they rejected him, and thoſe few, who did receive 
him acknowledged his divine character. Thus 
Nathaniel, Thou art the Son of God,” and St. 
Thomas on being convinced of the reality of his 
reſurrection, , My Lord, and my Ged,” and the 
centurion whoſe faith is fo particularly applauded, 5 
by acknowledging t that he was the Lord of life 
and death, health and ſickneſs, in ſaying, that he 
| had but to. ſpeak the ward, and the diſeaſe would 
obey him, as thoſe over whom his ſelf had com- 
mand obeyed him, aſcribed to him at once what 
throughout revelation is attributed to God alone, 
That the Jews acknowledged, that. the Chriſt 
| ſhould be the San of God, we are taught by Va- 
rious paſſages in the hiſtory of our bleſſed Saviour 5 
converſation on earth; and that they conceived 
this to be a character really divine, we learn from 
their accuſations of blaſ phemy, Whenever he 
„ SW. 
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claimed it. Thus the high · prieſt declared him 


gullty of it, when he anſwered in the affirmative to 
the queſtion, whether he was the Chriſt the Son 
of God? and the Jews were going to ſtone him for 
blaſphemy, becauſe that deing a man he made 
Himſelf God; when as his ſelf declares, he had 
but ſaid, . 1 am the Son of God.” And unleſs 
we allow that they acknowledged this title in its 
higheſt ſenſe to belong unto him, what ſhall we 
ſay of fo many as are recorded to have done it, 
having worſhipped him? or indeed unleſs worſhip 
was due unto him what ſhall we fay of his per- 
; mitting it to be paid without « once expreſiing any 
diſapprobation of the offer? 1 he 
Eug. Why what is called worſhipping, was 
nothing more than the eaſtern mode of proſtration, 8. 
a reſpect paid ee to thoſe who 1 were con- 
| feſſedly mere men. \ 5 
Be Bur if this be a juſt cho be how is it 
that in a few years after St. Peter urged his own. 
being a man, as a reaſon for not permitting Cor- 
| nelius the centurion to worſhip him ? do cuſtoms 
that prevail generally in countries alter in ſo ſhort. 
a time? St. John relates that when our Lord told 
the mah to whom be had Siren ſight, ghar it was 


VVV the. 
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the Son of God who talked with 16m, the man 
_ anſwered ©. Lord, I believe,” and worſhipped 
him; St. Matthew has recorded, that after the 
miracle of his walking on the ſea, thoſe who were 
in the ſhip into which he entered, worſhipped him, 


ſaying © Of a truth thou art the Son of God, 


and St. Luke writes that after our Lord was parted 
from his diſciples, and carried up into heaven, 
- 4 they worſhipped him” and of one of theſe diſ- 
ciples it is, that the ſame evangeliſt ſtates, that on 
being himſelf worſhipped, he ſaid “ Stand up, 1 
1 myſelf alſo am a man.” Now is it to be thought 
that one who could reaſon thus, held, that his f 
Maſter in worſhipping whom he had joined, was 
nothing more than man, or thought that the wor- 
ſhip he paid him, was expreſſive of r no 1 
opinion of his dignity ? 9 
Eug. No, it is plain he thought moithip was 
not to be paid to man, and conſequently believed 
him to whom he paid it, more than man. 
Fer. The angel mentioned in the laſt chapter of 
| the Revelation retuſed the apoſtle's. worſhip on the 
like ground of being but his fellow ſervant, bidding 
him worſhip God, yet in the ſame book our Lord 
is repreſented as receiving it from the four living 
e creatures, 


EN | 


- 
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creatures, and the n and twenty ade accom- 
panied with a doxology in which he is joined with 


him, that ſitteth on the throne in the praiſes of all 
the creation. Indeed the writings of the apoſtles, 
from whom their ſucceſſours learnt the ſame ſtile, 
would in many places be confuſed, and almoſt inex. 
plicably obſcure without this key of their teaching 
that God had appeared on earth to redeem his 
people: St. John expreſsly ſays of him, © The 
„Word was God,” St. Jude ſpeaking of ſome 
who turned the grace of God into laſciviouſneſs, 
adds alſo their denying * ro „bee, Hvnfrm Oel, neu Kipion 
. g, luer Xpicrer,?? which literally © tranſlated is 
* our only Maſter God and Lord Jeſus Chriſt.“ 
St. Paul in his epiſtle to Titus after mentioning in 
the 3d verſe, that the preaching of the goſpel was 
entruſted unto him according to “ the command 
of God our Saviour” in the next verſe ſtiles the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour. Nowa writer ac+ 
\ curate as he, and ever mindful of having received 
his commiſſion from the mouth of Jeſus Chriſt, 
could hardly be inſenſible to the probability of its 
being preſumed, that he here meant to ſpeak of 


1 Chriſt as God; at leaſt, if he did not conſider 


ms and Chriſt as one, it ſhould dw, that both 


| 
| 
| 
| i eee 0 „ 5 here 
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: here and in-other paſſages of the ſame epiſtle, he 


hath preached two Saviours. But he has more- 


cover uſed a phtaſe ſimilar to that of St. Jude, in 
9 ſpeaking of the glorious appearance ry» uigdas 


ei xe Dor ure · i par Ince xd. And in his iſt epiſ- 
tle to Timothy he aſſerts that God was manifeſt 
* in the fleſh juſtiſied in the ſpirit, ſeen of angels; 
* preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the 


World, received up into glory“ for as to the 
vuatious readings for the word S, which ſome few 


copies ſupply, that of the neuter relative which is 


the moſt favourable to our adverſaries renders the N 
paſſage ſheer nonſenſe, and that of the maſculine 
does not much better ſince then there muſt be a re- 


lative without an antecedent. In the 2d epiſtle to 


the Corinthians the ſame apoſtle ſays, that . God 


vas in Chriſt, reconciling the World to him- 
«* ſelf,” And in his laſt charge to the elders of 


the church of Epheſus, he bids them“ feed the 
„church of God, which he had purchaſed with 
* his own blood.” And in truth if the ſcriptures 


of the New Teſtament did not thus ſpeak of Chriſt 
as God, they would not be conſiſtent with thoſe 


of the Old, ſince in theſe the ſalvation of Iſrael is 7 
always ſpoken of as to be wrought by God him- 


ſelf; 


elf: : Thus in 1. Ixiii. 11, * I, even 1 am n the Lord; 
e and beſides me there is no Saviour :”- and i in 
Hoſ. xili. 4. Yet 1 am the Lord, thy God from 
the Land of Egypt, and thou ſhalt know no 
% God but me, for there is no Saviour beſides | 
* me.“ As it not ſomething wonderful, if Chriſt 
be nothing more than man, that after theſe decla- 
rations, he ſhould by particular command from 
n be called Jeſus or Saviour? 
Eug. But may not that have been, becauſe God 
ket exalted him to be a Saviour, and this being 
the divine purpoſe, he was previouſly named 
Jeſus in reference to it, though he was only the 
. choſen inſtrument by whom God wrought, and 
| God his-ſelf was Rill yy the 8590 _ 
Saviour? 4 a 
Eur © Ih RW be no Saviour but- God, how 
could the Son of Man become a Saviour, but by 
being united to God ? That there is no Saviour 
but God, and that the Son of Man is a Saviour, 
| I have already ſhown you the ſcripture expreſsly 
teaches. While we are by-an Apoſtle further told, 
| that by having the name Jeſus, he had a name 
which is above every name: And we cannot 
doubt why. it is above every nume, when we know, 
| that 


[ 29 ]. 


A 7" he who hath declared himſelf to 0 a jealous 


God, and that he will not give his glory to ano- 
ther, hath ſaid, that it belongeth only to him. It 
is in our bleſſed Lord's ſtate of exaltation in 
which both St. Peter and St. Paul ſpeak of his 
| being acknowledged i in this character of a Saviour, 
but in that ſtate he is according to his own prayer 
glorified with the glory which he had with the 
Father before the world began; the glory thus 
ſpoken of therefore, is that of being recognized 
God or One with Him, beſides whom there is no 
Saviour. But we are not left to deduce the divi- 
nity of the Meſſiah by inference from general de- 
clarations, the aſſertions concerning it are poſitive 
and ſtrong. Thus in Iſaiah where it is declared, 
the eyes of the blind ſhall be opened, &c.” as 
_ fulfilled by our Lord, it is de ſaid, 
Tour God ſhall come and fave you.” And i in 
che prophecy of the appearance of the Baptiſt, he 
is ſaid to proclaim, Prepare ye the way of Je- 
* hovah, and make ſtraight in the deſert an 
highway for our God ;” and a few verſes after 
the prophet calls on the cities of Judah *© to be- 
hold their God.“ Even “ the Lord God; whoſe 
835 reward. is wal him, and his work before him.” 


And 


1 1 
And when theſe predictions were on he eve of 
| their accompliſhment, the angel ſent unto Zacha- 
rias to foretell the birth of the Baptiſt. ſaid, that 
be ſhould turn many of the children of Iſrael to 
„ the Lord their God, and go before (or precede) 
* him, in the ſpirit and power of Elias,” ia 
which paſſage attend but earneſtly to its meaning, 
and you will ſee the term here uſed, erunterra | 
fixes the application of the words Lord God to 
him whoſe manifeſtation unto Iſrael the appearance 
of John preceded, and proves that to him the 
words of Iſaiah relate. In Hoſea a promiſe is 
given to ſave Judah by the Lord their God; and 
the character of the King of Iſrael, under which 
the Jews did ſo expreſsly look for the Meſſiah, is 
aſſumed throughout the book of that prophet, 
who has ſpoken the moſt of his day, by God. 
Thus in one place, I am the Lord, your Holy 
One, the Creator of Iſrael, your King ;” and 
in another, Thus faith the Lord, the King of 
* Iſrael, and his Redeemer, the Lord of Hoſts.” 
No wonder then, that when the Meſſiah was fo 
plainly declared by the Prophets to be God, our 
Lord ſhould, after having ſo repeatedly proved 
40 his diſciples chat he was the Chriſt, aſk them 
pu | with 
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R 5 
with a kind of reproof for their dullnefs, if they 
had not in all that time learnt that he was One 
with the Father, © Have I (ſaid he to one of 
them, who aſked him in the name of all, to 
ſhew them the Father) © been ſo long time with 
you, and yet haſt thou not known me, Philip? 


And what ſhall we ſay of that remarkable pre- 


diction of the Meſſiah which beginneth, Who 
0 is this that cometh from Edom ?” Where 
Chriſt ſpeaketh of himſelf in terms ſo high.! 1 
* that ſpeak in righteouſneſs, mighty to ſave the 
year of my redeemed is come ; and I looked, 
= and there was none to help; and I wondered 
that there was none to uphold : Therefore 
* mine own arm brought ſalvation unto me.” 
Which phraſes correſpond with ſome that in ano- 
ther chapter are plainly ſpoken of God Tue 
“ Lord faw it, and it diſpleaſed him that there 
Was no judgement; and he ſaw that there was 
« no man, and wondered that there was no in- 
<« terceſſour: Therefore his arm brought him ſal- 
1 vation.“ Numerous are the paſſages which 
might be produced in further corroboration of 
my aſſertion, if you think not theſe Coney 
Rrong. 


Eng; 
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Eug. Fa of thoſe you have a ſeem Je: 
ce. 1 will not therefore trouble you to recol- 


15 lect any more: But one remark ſuggeſts itſelf 
| hereeven to me. It is that our Saviour ſpake in 


4 moſt authoritative ſtile,” even when repeating | 


the words of the law, adding immediately, © But 
n unto you ;” and when cleanſing a man, 
e I will, be thou clean;“ and I have repeatedly 
been ſtricken with that paſſage in which he ſaid 

| Unto Jeruſalem, * How often would I have ga- 
s thered thy children together, even as a hen 
e gathereth her chicken under her wings“ as be- 
gh tokening a claim to a much higher character than | 
that of a prophet, . ſince the opportunities of 2 
prophet could not extend beyond the years of his 
miniſtry, nor is the gathering together which 


could be made by ſuch an one at all analogous to 
that which a hen makes of her brood, wherein 
there is the kindeſt and cloſeſt protection, but 


this image well anſwers to that frequently uſed in 
the Pſalms to deſcribe the divine protection. As 


** How excellent is thy loving kindneſs, O God, 


4 . therefore the children of men put their truſt 
| under the ſhadow of thy wings;“ and again, 
BgBecauſe thou haſt been my help; therefore i in 
7 dhe ſhadow of YE voy will I e 1 . 
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Jier. Duely conſidered the paſſage is highly ſig- 
nificative of the divinity of him who uttered ir, 
for there is yet another with which it ought to be 
compared, that in which Moſes reports the fol- 
lowing words of God afier the delivery of the 
law, Oh ! that there were ſuch an heart in 
“them, that they would fear me, and keep all 
% my commandments always, that it might be 
* well with them, and with their children for 
„ever.“ Now conſider both as uttered by the 
ſame perſon, how perfectly confiſtent and in cha- 
racter do they appear, but if the laſt was uttered 
by God, and the former by a mortal, how ſhall 
we acquit ſuch mortal of preſumption ? Nay, 
there is another declaration of Chriſt's, which if 
compared with ſome words of Iſaiah, contain a 
hint little leſs forcible, In the midſt of a prophecy 
concerning the Meſſiah, to the frailty of man the 
' prophet oppoſes the immutability of God, « But | 
the Word of our God ſhall ſtand for ever,” 
and our Saviour in delivering his prediction 
concerning the end of the world, uttered theſe 
ſentences, © Heaven and earth ſhall paſs away, but 
* my words ſhall not paſs away.” Words which, 
from the mouth of him who was conſtantly ap- 
D pealing 
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; pealing to the writings of the prophets for teſti- 
mony of himſelf, ſeem to expreſs a claim to a 
prerogative not belonging to a creature. 
Eig. Since I perceive that the prophets ſpake 
of him as God, the paſſages which appear to con- 
tain ſuch claims are no longer ſurpriſing ; thoſe 
diſcourſes recorded by St. John, and which did 
till this hour appear to me ſo myſterious, are now 
explained; Our Lord aſſumed in them, as far as 
he deemed the ſeaſon proper to do fo (for I re- 
member he ſomewhere ſays, © Hitherto I have 
** ſpoken unto you in parables,”) the divine cha- 
rafter which the antient ſcriptures aſcribed unto 
200--— 855 | 
Fer, Not only his diſcourſes, but his miracles 
ſeem frequently intended to ſuggeſt the ſame ; 
and St. Luke appears to have purpoſely put to- 
gether ſeveral as declarative of this point. The 
- firſt is that of which I have already ſpoken, 
Healing the centurion's ſervant at a word when 
abſent, to this he has ſubjoined the raiſing the 
Widow of Nain's ſon; then reporting the meſ- 
| ſage of the Baptiſt, and our bleſſed Lord's anſwer, 
in which reference is made to two paſſages of 


+ Ifaiah, wherein God is immediately ſpoken of as 


C 1 the 


E } 
the performer of the wonders wrought, and 
to a third in the courſe of which follows, what I 
have already mentioned, concerning, Who is 

this that cometh from Edom?” to our Saviour's 
ſubſequent addreſs to the multitudes, in which he 
plainly ſignified that he is that Lord of whom the 


Prophet Malachi had ſaid, He ſhall ſuddenly 


ei come to his temple,” and who cannot well be 
any other than he, who by the ſame prophet doth 
in the continuation of the ſame paſſage declare, 
And I will come near to you to judgment,” &c. 
ſaith the Lord of Hoſts ; (the whole of which I 
would recommend to your peruſal) the Evange- 

| liſt adds the account of his formally pardoning 
the ſins of the woman, who anointed his feet 
in the houſe of Simon the Phariſee. Now, 
with authority commanding ſickneſs to depart, 
doing the very works aſcribed to him of whom 
it had been ſaid to Zion; © Behold your God 
* cometh,” declaring in himſelf to be fulfilled 
the prediction, that the Lord ſhould come to his 
temple; whereby was fully accompliſhed that, 
at the mere hope of which, Solomon was grratly 
' altoniſhed, ** But will God indeed dwell on earth?“ 
And awarding forgiveneſs of ſins, when put toge- 
9 „ 
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ther, look w Ike intimations_ of a divine chas | 
rater, that it is ſcarcely to be thought the Evan- 
geliſt claſſed them fortuitouſly. Bur the Apoſtle 
under whoſe eye this goſpel was in all probability 
penned, St. Paul, has in his Epiſtle to the He- 
brews confirmed all theſe reaſonings. For that 
tract, if attentiyely examined, will appear written 
with a view to convince thoſe to whom it was ad- 
dreſſed, that as the divine character attributed to 
the Meſſiah belonged to Jeſus, ſo his ſufferings 
and the ceaſing of the ritual law through him, 
were no leſs to be expected in the Meſſiah, ac- 
cording to the doctrine of the ſcriptures; and the 
writer ſeems to have thought that it was as neceſ- 
ſary to prove that our Lord was truly the Son of 
| God who created the heavens and the earth, as 
that Chriſt was to ſuffer, or that the temple ſer- 
vice was not to be perpetual. Behold then, Euge- 
nius, the ſingular taſk at which the Socinians, by 
endeavouring to prove that he whom we acknow- 
ledge for our Saviour is no more than man, are 
| labouring : No other than that of ſhowing that 
he is not the Chriſt ſpoken of by the Prophets 
Yer theſe are the men who boaſt of their diſcern- 
x nets” and call thomſelves rational Chriſtians. 


Eug. 


LS a 1 
Eug. Were we not converſing on a ſubject ſo 
aweful, I could laugh heartily at a conduct ſo 


truly ridiculous : However, as I wiſh to hear 


them purſued through all their evaſions, let me 
ſtill ſay in their names, that in the controverſy 
reſpecting the Trinity, we can obtain no informa. 
tion from the Old Teſtament, 

. Fer. No? If the Chriſt was to be judged of by 
the application of the characters left us by the 
Prophets, how are we to become acquainted with 

his nature, but by conſulting their writings, and 
ſhould theſe aſcribe to him a divine nature, will 

not this, ſince the great objection to the Trinity 

is its ſuppoſed inconſiſtency with the divine 
Unity, ſtrongly obviate that objection; for if the 
ſubſiſtence of Two Perſons in it doth not deſtroy 
the Unity, there is no ground for preſuming that 

the ſubſiſtence of Three muſt : The fact is, that 

| it would greatly aſſiſt their cauſe, could they per- 
ſuade Chriſtians that they have nothing to da 
with the Old Teſtament, ſince every degree of 
ignorance is favourable to errour ; but St. Paul 
- thought differently, for when there were no other 
ſcriptures, he praiſed them as able to make a man 

L wiſe unto ſalvation, by bringing him to the 
Da. « faith 


1 
| 
| 


. n 
1 e faith which is in Chriſt Jeſus, and choroughly 
« furniſhing him unto all good works.” | 
Eug. Well, although they have gone a little 
too far in ſtriking at that on which the goſpel it - 
ſelf is grounded, or rather of which it is but the 
completion ; may they not be right in ſaying, 
that you take the title of God too ſtrictly, and 
that if it be applied to the Wenk. it is in an in- 
feriour ſenſe? | 
Fer. What ſhould it fignify, but 8 the 
true God, or one falſely ſo called? But all to 
whom it is applied in the laſt ſenſe, are ſtigma- 
| tized throughout the ſcriptures, and their fol- 
3 c lowers threatened with the heavieſt condemnation, 
but it is not ſo with Chriſt and his followers. 5 
Eug. May it not mean 1 that he is appointed a 
God to us? | 
Fer. If he be any other way our God than by 
being one with the Father, then what St. Paul 
| ſays chat to us there 1s one God, the F ather, muſt 
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| be contradicted ; yet that would be the caſe if he 

. were ſo by appointment. It is true that it was ſaid 
z to Moſes, . See I have made thee a God to Pha- 

| % raoh.” But in che ſenſe in which Chriſt is called 

i «nd, believe the holy e acknowledge 
09 


„ 

no ſuch thing as appointment to the dignity ; 
the antient Pagans had a ceremony called an apo- . 
theoſis, whether from this ſchool the hint hath 


been taken, thoſe who want to introduce ſo ſtrange 


an opinion among Chriſtians beſt know; but let 

others who would found their faith not on the 
| words of man's wiſdom, look into the firſt chap- 
ter of the epiſtle to the Hebrews, where they may 
read that Chriſt hath this excellent name by inhe- 
ritance, he being the perſon to whom it was ſaid, 
Thou, Lord, in the beginning haſt laid the 
+ foundation of the earth, K&M. mY 

Eug. Allowing then that we muſt either give up 
the ſcriptures, or diſcard Socinianiſm, for I con- 
feſs, I now ſee no medium, may we not with the 
Arians own that Chriſt is truly God, and yet deny 

the Nicene doctrine of his being of one ſubſtance 
with the Father ? 

Jer. Not, as I have juſt now ſaid, without in- 
troducing polytheiſm, as well as contradicting 
ſome of the moſt expreſs declarations of holy writ: 
Hearken but to theſe, and judge; Firſt with re- 
gard to the name Jehovah, which ſeems to be in- 


communicable, if any name can be ſo, it is ſe- 


veral times given unto him, who was to appear 


D4 as 


TWIT. 

on eartb. Hear, Oh Iſrael, . "OR God 
| & is one Jehovah and If, 45, 5. I am Je- 
% hovah, and there is none elſe, there is no God 


t beſide me ;"” and again, verſe 6, «© I am A 


« yah, and there is none elſe,” © Theſe texts are 
I think totally incompatible with the extraordi- 


nary hypotheſis endeavoured to be maintained in 
that notorious publication the Eſſay on Spirit. 


But neither will any other modification of this 
doctrine of a ſecondary God avail, unleſs the fol - 
lowing ſciiptutres can be broken, 5* am the 


« Lord that maketh all things, that ſtretchetn 


H forth the heavens alone, and ſpreadeth abroad 
e the earth by myſelf ; ye are my witneſſes, ſaith 


the Lord, and my ſervant whom I have choſen, 
& that ye may know, and believe me, and under- 


C 


+ 


ſtand, that before nie there was no God formed, 
neither ſhall there be after me.” © I am the 
+ Lord, that is my name, and I will not give 
% my glory to another.” Is there a God beſides 


e me, I know not any.” I am the firſt and I 


© am the laſt, and beſides me there is no God !” 
And the principle here laid down of One God and 


no other, is as deſtructive of the Semi-Arian as 


of. the Arian hypotheſis ; Indeed the learned Bull 
hath in very few words gxploded the former. 
1 5 Eug. 


# 


| 


al 
Eug. I am not perfectly acquainted with the 
difference between theſe ſects. 
Jer. It is this, the Arian affirms the Son to be 5 
a creature, and that there was a time when he was f 
not; the Semi-Arian ſays, he was before all cre- 1 
ation, but denies his being of the ſame ſubſtance 
with God; now ſays the diſcerning biſnop, before 
all creation there could be but one ſubſtance, that 
of God, alone uncreate; If the Son therefore was 
not made out of nothing, i. e. created, he muſt 
have been produced from the ſubſtance of God, 
and ſo conſubſtantial with him; but the former 
is denied, the latter then muſt be allowed. 
Eug. The dilemma is juſt, and its effect deci- 
five: There are ſtill however ſome queſtions [ 
| have heard put concerning the Holy Spirit, and 
the ſcripture proofs of a Trinity, which I ſhould 
be glad to hear inveſtigated ; will you give me 


leave, as it now grows late, to intrude on you 
| ſome other day for one more converſation on theſe 

points ? 8 

Jer. I truſt you know your company is always 
welcome to me, nor will the ſubjects of diſcourſe 
you have choſen make it leſs ſo. 2 


END of the SECOND DIALOGUE. * 
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Eug. J ER OM, you know not how power- 


ful a combatant is now approaching you; ſince we 
met laſt, I have been ſupplied, from a whole ar- 
ſenal of weapons, with ſuch as will enable me, if 
not to come off conquerour at leaſt to maintain an 


obſtinate conteſt with you e'er I yield. 


Jer. If, as I ſuſpect, it be a living armoury 
from which you have been ſupplied with this pow- 


_ erful armour, I doubt not the obſtinacy of your 
reſiſtance; I know the temper of what comes 
from Socinian forges, to be ſimilar to that which 
Milton aſcribes to the body of Satan, in ſaying, 

that when cut aſunder, it immediately cloſed 


again. 

Zug. You are right in your conjecture; I have 
met with an able polemic, who hath ſuggeſted to 
me interpretations of which I before never heard, 


do obviate ſome of the texts on which you moſt 
- confidently rely : But on the other hand, I have 
alſo been reading for myſelf in the ſcriptures, and 


will 


[41] 


will confeſs, that what I have thence gathered dif. 


poſes me rather to ſubmit, However, not to 
| ſurrender without a blow, I am aſſured that the 


ſcriptures afford no ground to think, that the _ 


: Holy Spirit means a perſon. 


** 


Jer. Does the Father mean a perſon? 
Eug. Yes. 
Jer. Does the Son ? 
Eug. Undoubtedly. 
Jer. Two then, out of the three in whoſe names 


we are baptized, are perſons, and can you think” | 


that the third is any thing leſs ? 

Eug. Why, no; that does not ſeem reaſonable; 
yet I'do nat ſee that the n. is directly con- 
cluſive, 8 | 


Fer. Conſider only in what light baptiſm - GIF 


is to be interpreted; ; if it be the ſign of a covenant, 
with whom is that coyenant made if not with thoſe 


in whoſe names baptiſm is adminiſtered ; 1 can 
any but perſons covenant? od 
Eug. No. 
Fer, If the ſeal of mercies conferred, in whoſe 
name ſhould the ſeal be put, but in that of thoſe 


who have conferred the mercies? and what can 


theſe be bur perſonal beings | ? Would you have a 
declaration 


12 
. 
1 
| 
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tied} e 
declaration i in ne words that * Holy Ghoſt is 


a perſon? I 


- Eug, Thar would. be b . 
Jer. Do you recollect any ſuch made concern- 
ing the Father, or the Son ? | 
Eug. No; but no ane can daubt of their being 
perſons? 
Fer, Why ? 
Eug. Becauſe they are always ſpoken 165 as ſuch, 
the acts of perſons are aſcribed to them, and their 


very names prove it. 


Fer. Now if the. two farmer 8 are found 5 | 
to exiſt equally in the caſe of the Holy Spirit, why 


ſhould you heſitate on account of the name of 
_ ſpirit, which is frequently uſed in the ſcripture as 


ſignificant of a perſonal being, where its meaning 


cannot be doubted, as, , they ſuppoſed they had 
15 ſeen a Spirit,“ and © If a Spirit or Angel An 


<* ſpoken unto him?“ 95 1 of 
Eug. But do we not frequently hear of a PETR | 


of piety, or a ſpirit of perverſeneſs, meaning merely 


a diſpoſition to be pious or perverſe, and may not 


- the Holy Spirit mean no more than a faculty or 
diſpoſition given by God to his creatures ? 


{ (45 ] 


Pier. The faculties and diſpoſitions you would = 


explain it by are in the ſcriptures ſaid to be the 
gifts of this ſpirit, and therefore cannot be the 
ſpirit hisſelf by whom they are given. | 


Eng. They cannot; and indeed if they be his 
gifts, the diſpute about his perſon muſt be at an 


end; for to give is voluntarily to impart, and 
none but a perſonal being is capable of will. 
Jer. That they are his gifts, I will preſently 


prove; but firſt I muſt beg you to conſider, whe- 


ther if we were to ſuppoſe the Holy Spirit, to be 
only what you have juſt now mentioned, and ac- 
cordingly interpret thoſe paſſages of ſcripture in 
which he is mentioned, the phraſes would not be 


rather ſingular, as inſtead of the Spirit ſaid unto 
« Philip, go near, and join thyſelf to this chariot,” 


we were to read, a Spirit of zeal ſaid unto Phi- 


lip, &c.? Nor indeed if you could bear with 
this mangling of ſcripture, would all paſſages ad- 


mit it; what could you do in this way with one 
near to that I have repeated, And the Spirit of 


the Lord caught away Philip, and the Eunuch 
„ ſaw no more.” Or of what ſpirit ſhall we in- 


terpret theſe words ; « While Peter thought on 
the Viſion, the Spirit ſaid unto him, behold 
« three 
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off thee men feek thee, ariſe therefore, and get 


« thee down, and go with them, doubting no- 
« thing; for I have ſent them?“ This muſt be a 
ſpirit not dwelling only in the mind of Peter, but 


knowing what Peter knew not, and extending his 
authority over others. © I have ſent them !” 


Eug. I ſee the deciſive power of theſe paſſages, 
and begin to feel the taſk I have undertaken of ut- 
tering all the contradictious abſurdities, I have 


heard from theſe men, very irkſome; nor could I 


prev#ll on myſelf to go on with it, but for the 


proſpe& of being enabled to return them ſhort 


and deciſive anſwers to all their ſhifting argu- 
ments. With this view it is, that I beg you, to tell 


me, how you prove the faculties and diſpoſitions I 
alluded to, to be gifts of the Holy Ghoſt ? 


Jer. St. Paul in his firſt epiſtle ro the Corin- 
thians, after having ſaid that “ there are diver- 
K ſities of gifts, but the ſame ſpirit,” teacheth us 


; thus, © to one is given by the Spirit the Word of 


* Wiſdom, to another the Word of Knowledge 
e by the ſame Spirit; to another Faith by the 
« ſame Spirit, and fo on,” after mentioning a num- 


ber of various gifts, adding « all theſe worketh 


that 


19 ] 


that One and the ſelf-ſame Spirit, dividing to 


every man ſeverally as he will.“ Wt 
Eug. The didactic manner in which this is * 


livered rendereth it alone deciſive; nor indeed is all ; 


that I have been taught to ſay, any more than 
mere preſumption, than the whole of which one 
ane text is of much more worth. _ 

Fer. 1 will mention then but two to this pur- 
poſe, the firſt is in the 16th chapter of St. John's 
goſpel, where the maſculine pronoun is uſed in 
ſpeaking of the Holy Ghoſt, which could hardly 
be; if he were not a perſon, ©* When he, the 
* Spirit of Truth is come”—in the original © et, 


&* 1} Inte ti; duda. Neither could a Socinian 
well object to my thus arguing from the uſe of the 
maſculine pronoun; this being what theirſelves 


have done, with regard to another text, with the 
hope of making it appear unfavourable to the 
doctrine of a plurality of perſons; I mean theſe 
words of our bleſſed Lord, Why calleſt thou 


% me good ? There is none good but one; God.“ 


| Whereon from there being in the original , they 
have moſt weakly (for it could not according to 


the analogy of the greek language well be in any 


other gender) argued, that it mult mean one per- 
ſon; 


. * 
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ſon ; whereas in the paſſage relating to the Holy 
| Ghoſt, the difference of the two genders marks 
the phraſe more ſtrongly z While in the Acts we 
find the Apoſtles when aſſembled, mentioning the 


Holy Ghoſt as giving approbation, which ſurely 


cannot be done but by a perſon, © For it ſeemed 


« good to the Holy Ghoſt, and to us.“ 
| Eug. Theſe proofs indeed are ſtrong ; and 1 
acknowledge myſelf ſatisfied with the arguments 


for the divinity of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, and 


am aware too, that if we believe there is but one 


God, we muſt acknowledge their union with the 
Father, and between themſelves to be ineffable, 


and ſuch as to make the unity perfect: Still I 


could wiſh you would point out to me ſome texts, 
bark teach more Ty that ſuch 1s the divine 


I”. To do this I muſt call your attention to 


the beginning of ſcripture, -where the creation 1s 
= aſcribed to the Elohim, which though tranſlated 


God, is moſt undoubtedly a plural, and it is con- 


 trary to every principle of univerſal grammar, 


that a plural ſhould originally have a ſingular ſig- 


nification. Thoſe which have been produced as 
* + inſtances of” this, either had originally a plural 


meaning, 


) 


16 49 1 


theaningy, or-are terminations foreign to- the lanz 


guages into which they have been introduced, but 
miſtaken for native plurals : But the paſſage be- 
fore us would have admitted of no difficulty, had 


the verb created been alſo in the plural; we may 

therefore form this queſtion, Whether the noun 
having a plural ſignification, the verb is notwith- 
ſtanding put in the ſingular for any particulat 


reaſon, (as that of infinuating the unity of the di- 
vine effence, and the plurality of perſons) of" 

whether the noun be uſed really in a ſingular ſig- 
nification? Now that the latter is not the caſe, 


may not only be preſumed from the noun's having 
a regular fingular, but certainly concluded, from 
what we are afterwards informed the Elohim ſaid, 


„Let us make man after our own image ;” For 


as on the one hand the evaſion attempted by ſay 


| ing, that this phraſe is uſed more regid, is moſt 


impertinent when ſpeaking of words penned 
ages and ages ere any ſuch mode of ſpeech was 

known, as well as moſt ſimple, becauſe even in 
this phraſe originally there were more than one 


ſignified, ſince when kings ſay we, they mean 1 and 


my counellours; when poets, I and my Muſe; ſo on 
the other hand what ſome Jewiſh interpreters have 


of . 
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— preſumproouſly to Tag; that theſe 
words were addreſſed to the angels, when God 
doth by his Prophets fo particularly teach, that 

he alone was concerned in the work of creation N 
is refuted by Moſes immediately declaring, in 
terms peculiarly expreſs, So God created man 

4 in his own image, in the i image of God ereated 
« he him.” For had the words been addreſſed to 

the angels, of their image man would have par- 

taken. Bur farther, it is not to be ſuppoſed, that 

Moſes at the very opening of his hiſtory uſed 

terms with which the men of that generation were 
unacquainted; they knew what being was meant 
by Elobim, and we ought i in candour to think had 
2 reaſon for applying unto him a plural name. 
Eig. 1 am quite of your ſentiments on this 
Point ; but might not an objector inſiſt ſome- 
what more ſtrongly on the verb's being in the ſin- 
: gular, and ſay, that your concealed meaning is 
1 preſumption, whereas its being ſo is fact? 
Jer. He might but then it is equally fact, 
that the noun is plural in termination, and the 
reaſons I have alledged for conſidering it as ſuch 
in its ſignification, remain unaffected. But to this 

2» | objector we might farther ſay, ü that the expreſſion 

is 


which will give its proper concord to the verb, 


” #4 
is « pidbably: elliptical, Elabim for Fehovah Blobim; 


yet not in the leaſt affect the argument for the 
plurality from the word Elobim; which argument 
receives too additional ſupport from its being writ- | 
ten, that after man had come to the knowledge | 
of good and evil, by which the tempter told the 


woman they ſhould be like the Elobim, * the 


Lord God (Jehovah: Elohim) ſaid, Behold the 

man is become as one of us to know good and 
* evil.” Words which, if a plurality of intelli- 
gent ſubſiſtences can be expreſſed, do expreſs it. 

Eug. But if this plurality be thus pointed out 


in the beginning of the ſcriptures, would there 


not be alluſions to it in the ſubſequent parts ? 
Fer. Undoubtedly, and fo there are; the word 
Elobim is frequently to be met with in conſtruc- 
tion with plural verbs. When on the. preſump- 
| tuous work of the Tower of Babel, God was 


about to interpoſe, he is repreſented by Moſes 8 
ſaying, Let us go down, and let us confound 1 


e their language,“ and in Ifaiah we meet the ex- 
preſſion of thy Makers are thine huſbands.” 
Wan in the plural. In the ſame prophet we find 


5 0 | | | Bo Ry | . 


5 T7 1 
One wb calls himſelf the Firſt and 10 Laſt, and 
aſſumes the work of creation, ſaying, Come ye 

„ gear unto me, hear ye this, I have not ſpoken 
1 jn ſecret, from the beginning, from the time 
that it was there am IB and now the Lord Gd 

« and his Spirit hath ſent me; which interpreted, 
as it can be of no other but of Chriſt, contains 
in it the Revelation of the Three Perſons, who in 
the goſpel where the new creation is announced 
are expreſsly mentioned; and as in the old, God 

ſaid, Let us make man after our image; ſo Bap-· 
| tiſm, the ſign of the new, is adminiſtered in the 
name of the Father and the Son and the Holy 
Ghoſt. Nor ſhould it be overlooked, that Elbim 
is derived from a root ſignifying to curſe, and 


| whether it be underſtood as meaning thoſe who 


bind themſelves by an oath to any particular co- 
venant, or the denouncers of a conditional curſe, 
in either caſe, the perſons ſo doing are directly 
| revealed in the commiſſion our Saviour gave his 
Apoſtles to: © baptize in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt,” when 
he declared, that thoſe who believed not ſhould | 
DO | 3 
; Eug. 


"Tas 


Buy. But I have heard- it ſaid that anibuting N 
to the word Elobim a plural ſigniſcation is incon- 
ſiſtent with the paſſages of the Old Teſtament, 

which either aſcribe that name to one perſon in 
particular, as to the Son, or ſpeak of him as the 
Son, or of the Holy Ghoſt, as the Spirit of God, 


ſince in this latter caſe either of thoſe perſons 


would be mentioned ay _ Son or Spirix of . 
ME” 
Fier. I have met wth the objection, but if we 
_ fay of it that it is ingenious, it is as much as we 
can ſay : For if the Holy Spirit be the Spirit of 
the Father and the Son, ſhould not Flohim be ſtill 
a plural in ſignification as well as in termination: 5 
And for the term being plainly uſed of one perſon, | 
a term in common uſe doth by degrees come to be 
applied very differently from the manner in which 
it was firſt uſed ; ſo that when Elobim had been 
long uſed for God, it might without a ſoleciſm 
be applied ſingly to ſignify one of divine nature; 
But the ſcripture you will ſay cannot be broken 
therefore we muſt not preſume improprieties 
therein. Laſtly then let it be nated, that Zlobim 
- might be uſed of the Father, as always having 
v0 him, and in him, his Son and his Spirit, and 5 


op” ON of 4haſe it might be fed Wine "IJ 
© meanirig, as always being in and with the Father: 


N 


and each other ; ſince ſo ſtrict is the unity of God, 
that where one perſon is, there alſo are the others. | 
| they are all equally preſent at che ſame time in all 
parts of the univerſe; ſtrong are the terms in 


. which our bleſſed Lord declared, He who hath 


« ſeen me hath ſeen the Father.“ Why may not 
then Elobim be applied to each, as being inſepa⸗ 


rable from the others, according to the doctrine 


of the ſame infallible teacher, I am in the 


Father, and the Father in me ?” And.at moſt 
it being clearly proved, by the ſeveral paſſages I, 


have quoted, that there is a plurality, this in tho 


ſtrongeſt application of all, that of the paſſage in 
the Pſalms, © Wherefore O God ! God, even thy 


| 4 God,” Sc. is but a difficulty, and ſtill may be 


/ 


_ conliſtont with the plural fignification of Elobim, 
but the phraſes © Let us make” and One of 
« us cannot be conſiſtent with a. ſingular one; 


and what is in jiſelf clear is not to be rejected, be- 
cauſe there is ſomething elſe which we cannot de- 
— Cypher. Of the pertection of the Unity the ſerip-' 


ture admoniſheth us by aſcribing the ſame works 
to each of the perſons, that of Creation i is aſcribed. i 


. *to the Son as well as to the Father. Eig. 


4 


5 „ 
e. True, it is: But is it not in a different 
| ſenſe as to him by whom God worked? 
Feser. That cannot be, becauſe while the Plalmitt 
interpreted by the Apoſtle aſcribeth the laying of 


the foundation of the earth, and the forming of the 


8 


* 


heavens immediately to the hands of the Son; ano. 5 


ther prophet declares that God & ſtretcheth forth. 


0 the Heavens alone, and ſpreadeth abroad the 


© Earth by bimſelf?“ and again,“ Hearken unto 
*. me O Jacob, and Iſrael my called, I am he, I. 
am the Firſt, I alſo am the Laſt, mine Hand 
4 alſo hach laid the foundation of the Earth, and 
+ my fight Hand, hath ſpanned the Heavens,” 
Nowꝛ the Being here ſpeaking. myſt either be one 
with him whom the Pſalmiſt addreſſes in?? Thou 
« Lord i in the beginning, & c.“ or this muſt be in- 
terpreted of the Hand of God, and then to the hand 
of a hand will be aſcribed the formation of the 
heavens ; ſuch confuſion do theſe far fetched at- 

- xempts at evaſion, made by men who like not the 
T qua, introduce into holy writ, When it is ſaid, 
„ Mine Hand hath laid the foundation of the 
Earth, &c.” a mode of operation is expreſſed. 5 
analogous ta that immediately carried on by 2 


man's own powers vithaus the uſe of ** inſtru⸗ 


I. 56 1 LY 
ment; were we therefore to caltides 'the paſſages 
which ſpeak of the world's being made by the Son 
28s teaching us, that it was made by him, as by an 

inſtrument, they would be inconſiſtent with that 1 | 


. have Juſt repeated; while the ground on which 


the notion is founded, the uſe of the prepoſition 
dz is very uncertain, that being uſed with the ef- 
ficient as well as the inſtrumental cauſe; as in the iſt 
of Cor. i. 5. God is faithful *. by (za) whom ye 
t are called"; and the receiving thoſe as. conſiſtent 


Voith this, only neceſſitates us to acknowledge, 


that the unity of the Father and the Son i is eſſen· 
tial, which is no moi than is taught by many 
order paſſages; indeed, I might ſay, by the whole 
tenour of ſcripture : That the ſecond perſon in the 
Holy Frinity uſes of himſelf, the ſtrongly exclu- 
| five terms of the firſt, and the laſt, I have already 
ſhown from one paſſage in the Old Teſtament; in 
the new he hath done the ſame, in the 1ſt of the 
Apocalypſe, I am Alpha and Omega, the -Firſt 
and the Laſt, v. 11. The Holy Ghoſt too is ſaid | 
to receive of his, becauſe he receiveth of the Fa- 
ther, ſince all things that the Father hath are the 
Son's. When ſpeaking of the Comforteris coming 
h his eiter, 5 dwelling in them, he im- 
ff Bs me diately . 


ts 1 


mediately added, J will not leave you comfort 


© leſs: I will come to you” Which muſt be in- 


| tended of the time of the Holy Ghoſt's coming, b 
becauſe when the Comforter was come they could . 
not be comfortleſs; Or as the word literally tranſ. 


lated is deſtitute: and he promiſed in that day, 
- then ſhortly to come, when the world ſhould ſee 
kim no more, to manifeſt himſelf to ſuch as ſhould 


keep his commandments; and in his reply to his 
Apoſtles queſtion, how he would manifeſt himſelf 


to them, and not to the world, are theſe remark- 


able words, © If a Man love me, he will keep my 
& words, and my Father will love him, and we 
vill come unto him, and make our abode with 
7 him.” Now when in the ancient ſcriptures the 


name- of God is a plural, God is repreſented as 
 faying let us make, and let us go down, and in 


the New Teſtament the Son teaches his diſciples, 
that on the Holy Ghoſt's coming to them, hisſelf 
and the Father will come unto them, what is the 


rational concluſion, but that theſe ſame r 
are meant in the plural phraſes of the old 5 

ug. Indeed I ſee no other; and now you have 
- recalled it to my mind, I cannot perceive, how any 
one who | is not God, could lay, as our Saviour did, 
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_ n breathed on hi wen & ' Receive 
— ye the Holy Ghoſt.“ „„ 
Fer. Certainly in a creature. it would: be pre 
| wh Gs in the utmoſt to claim the power of 
Fi giving the Holy Spirit by inſpiration, -as if tha 
Holy Spirit was not God, the bodies in which he 
dwelt could not properly be called temples, or we 
faid to be an habitation of God through the Spirit: 
Neither if the Son were not, could the bady he 
took-be termed a temple; here again are Three 
|  whoſepreſence the ſcripture informs us makes the 
place in which they abide a temple: And in like 
manner, we are ſaid to be the ſans of God by being 
born of Chriſt as in the iſt of St. John's Egiſtles, 
ii. 28. And now little children ahide 'in him, 
that when he ſhall ;appear, we may have con- 
=o ſidence, and not. he aſhamed before him at his 
coming. If ye know, chat he is righteous, ye 
1 know that every one that doeth righteouſneſs is 
born of him. Behold what manner of love the 
| | X Father hath beſtowed upon us, that we ſhould 
. 5 : 66 be called the ſons of God: Therefore the world 
FO % knoweth not us, becauſe it knew not him. Be- 
& loved, now we are the ſons of God, and it doth 
32 < not.yet appears what we ſnould be; but we 
5 OW. | e Mes know, 


Tt 59 1 
"8 8 that 1 we ſhall be 


like him, for we ſhall ſee him, as he is.“ Yet. 


the regeneration by which we are here ſaid to be 
born of the Son, is in other paſſages of ſcripture, 


declared to be the work of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
the regenerate called Born of the Spirit.“ And 
they are both ſpoken of as authoritative witneſſes 


of what is the will of God, and of ather things 
beyond the power of man to know, It is obſerve- 
able, that our Lord in his diſcourſe with Nico- 


: = demus, doth | for | a few ſentences, after + aving 
5 mentioned the Holy Spirit, ſpeak in the firſt perſon 
plural, Verily, verily I ſay unto you, ve ſpeak 


46 chat we do know, and teſtify that we have feeny 
and ye receive not our witneſs ;” afterwards 


declaring himſelf a witneſs of heavenly things. 
St. Paul ſpeaketh of the Holy Ghoſt as witneſſing 
not merely things to come, but the counſels. of 


_ Gad relating to them—circumſtances dich mould 


make ſome more cautious of rejecting the paſſage 
in St. John's uſt epiſtle concerning the three hea- 


r witneſſes, even had not the preſumptive evi» 


dence againſt it been obviated by the poſitive evi- 


| dence of Cyprian and Tertullian for it, or its au- 


e ſo well ſupported a as it hath lately been ; 
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> „ 
in a work replete with learning wa Wiley any 
Wood. While in the epiſtle to the Hebrews there 
is a paſſage, which rightly tranſlated joins the 
holy three as witneſſes in nearly the ſame manner 
as this diſputed text; it is this,“ How ſhall we 
5 4 eſcape, it we neglect ſo great ſalvation, which 
t the firſt began to be ſpoken by the Lord, and 
. « was confirmed unto us by them that heard him 3 
4 God alſo bearing them witneſs, both with ſigns 
* and wonders, and divers miracles, and (ſay our 
« tranſlatours) gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, accord- 
« ing to his own will ;” But the original runs thus, 
25 net ee. pee ay, ee which [ 


"i be bold to maintain, ſhould rather be ren- 


dered, and the Holy Ghoſt by gifts diſtributed 
according to his own will.“ For firſt, this 
_ phraſe « according to his own will”. is by the ſame 
- Apoſtle applied on the very ſame, ſubject, the diſ- 
tributiom of gifts, to the Holy Ghoſt, in his 1 
epiſtle to the Corinthians ;“ But all theſe worketh 
that one and the ſelf-ſame Spirit, dividing to 
; « every man ſeverally as he will“ and in the ſe- 
5 cond, if re · a be taken paliveiy, the aſſer- 
tion amounts to little leſs than that diviſions were 
made of that Spirit who is always one; and thirdly; 


nd XP 
1 Es the 


BP . "I 
| . N , 


— 


C% 1: 


the witneſſes here ſtand in the ſame order in which 
they teſtified, and there is aſcribed to each juſt. 


that evidence which in other paſſages, they are 


| + ſaid to have born, thus our Lord preached the go. 
„ . and as St. Peter reminded the Jewiſn people, 
be was approved of God among them, by miracles 
wonders, and ſigns, which God * did by him,“ 


and St. Paul teaches us, that the diverſities of 
gifts which were manifeſted in the primitive church 
were given by the ſame Spirit. On theſe grounds 
then read the whole paſſage with this and another 


light alteration the omiſſion of them, which our 


tranſlatours have needleſsly inſerted, and how 


ſtrong will the teſtimony of it appear! * Which, 


at the firſt began to be ſpoken by the Lord, and 
vas confirmed unto us by them that heard him; 


God alſo bearing witneſs both with ſigns and 


* wonders and divers miracles; and the Holy 


«Ghoſts by. gifts diſtributed according to his own | 
will.“ Behold Eugenius, the Heavenly Three, 
| without the knowledge of whom the whole ſcrip- : 


ture is dark and confuſed ! for how with the So- 


Cinian hy potheſis accords the ſcriptural eſtimate 
of God's love to the world, in ſending his Son to 


redeem wy e the Proof of faith and obe- 
f dience 
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- Wide God which Abraham gave bing up g F 


Ne - his fon Iſaac, with that of God's love to the world 

© * Ini ſending his ſon in the form of a ſervant to die 

fe/,jr us; and conſider, whether unleſs" you ac. 

| knowledge him to be really the Son of God, Abra- 

| ham's deed of faith will not appear to ſurpaſs in 

its degree the celeſtial deed of love, and then ſay, 
What is to be thought of thoſe who madly urge 
and ſupport doctrines, which thus tend to place 
the conduct of the Creatour in a leſs glorious light 


than that of his creature: Now (it was ſaid unto 


Abraham) I know, that thou feareſt God, ſeeing 
thou haſt not with-holden thy ſon, thine only 
-« ſon from me.” © God (ſaid our bleſſed Saviour) 


„ ſo loved the world, that he gave his only be- 


e gotten Son, that whoſoever believeth in him, 


« ſhould not periſh, but have everlaſting life,” 


the ſon mentioned in the firſt paſſage was truely a 
ſon of the ſubſtance of his father, ſhould the Son 


mentioned in the laſt then be ſuch by adoption 


only, might it not be aſked why do the ſcriptures 
inſiſt on a leſs proof, as a pledge of God's love to 
tze world, than that which they teach he hisſelf 
required from Abraham as 2 proof of By obe- 


dence 3 : 
*. 


. Fo 
Eig. This argument ſeems to me irrefrgable : : 
| Bi after, as I think, you have proved, that it is 


revealed, that the Son and the Holy Ghoſt, are 
© comprized under the term Elohim, are they men- 


tioned as manifeſting divine power and authority: 
For that I think would complete the whole, 


8 would, and the book of the Acts of che | 


8 apoſtles is replete with declarations of this. As 


God is meñtioned in che Old Teſtament, either 8 


appearing to the patriarchs, or revealing himſelf 


in a viſion, or ſpeaking by a voice to the Prophets; 
ſo in the Acts Chriſt is affirmed to have appeared 
to St. Paul, to have ſpoken to Ananias in a viſion, 
and to the Apoſtle in a trance; and the Holy 
Ghoſt to have ſpoken unto ſeveral; to Philip, 


to Peter, and to the church of Antioch in thele 
words, Separate unto me Barnabas and © Saul 
to the work whereunto I have called them;“ 


and they are there ſaid to be ſent forth by the 


Holy Ghoſt: and the elders of the church of 
"Epheſus St. Paul exhorted © to take heed to all 
the flock over which the Holy Ghoſt had made 


« them overſeers, and to feed the church of God, 
Which he had purchaſed with his own' blood: 


a marked diſtinction being made between all theſe 
. 1 N 


a 5 _— — — — 
od Y * 5 
. 1 — _ * , * 
— 3 n * ous a — * 1 222 —ů — 
— 24 ; _— 2 £ A ant Az 4 * wa 3 _— 
8 22 8 — RY, PR i 8 — 
5 my - 


—— 2 — 3 * — ů 


n n — a 
„„ 


n — 


RE. 


1 
1 
$ 
p 

1 

"> 

19 
ly 


3 
„ 
« 
mY 
$ 
of 
8 
8 
B 


- . bs 1 „ 
- and the caſes iu which the miniſtry of angels is: em 
ployed. Indeed as the ſcriptures « do on the one 


hand expreſsly teach, that no one path at any ain 
ſeen the Father, but in his image. born before all 


creation, the Son; and as plainly, aſſert in the Old 


Teſtament, . that God appeared unto various per- 
ſons ; there ſeemeth on theſe premiſes no reaſonable A 


© concluſion left, but that very ancient one of the 
church, that it was the Son, Who appeared to the 

5 Patriarchs and prophets under the name of Jeho- 
vah, and which 1s by St. John not only 1 in the 


place I before mentioned to you, in which he ap- 


plyeth the words of Iſaiah to our Lord, but in the 

" firſt chapter of his goſpel ſaid in almoſt ſo many 
words. No Man hath ſeen God at any time, the 
e only en Son which is in the boſom of the 

« Father, he hath declared him.” By this key 
both Teſtaments are opened, the Deity appeareth 
dio act by the ſame perſons, the Son and the Holy 
Eg Ghoſt, from the firſt to the laſt ; as in the hiſtory - 
of the apoſtles, we ſee all things adminiſtered by 


the Lord and the Spirit; ſo do we in the law and 
Prophets; only! in the latter caſe, that Lord was 


not yet come to his temple, in the former, he had 
„ delt among us, taken our nature, and exalted it 


with 


[6 Fx . 
with himſelf to where he was bafates, ab we no 
longer remain - bewildered, when ſeeing the apoſ- 
tles applying to their Maſter paſſages, in which 
the prophers plainly ſpake of that Jehovah, who 


hath ſo repeatedly declared“ I am and MM is 


„ none beſi des me.“ 


» Eug. Let me, Jerom, ala you as opening 


my eyes to the very powerful manner in which 
the ſcriptures teach the eſſential unity of the Fas 


ther, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, and this Tri- 
nity ſubſiſting in the divine nature: many ſeems | 


ing diſcordances in the Bible now diſappear, and 
the book of Geneſis and that of the Acts of the 
Apoſtles teach the ſame divine adminiſtration; 
| Henceforth I ſhall (and ſhould, even had you not 


pointed out to me what you have on that head) 


be leſs careful to anſwer the pertinacious charges 


of. contradiction, urged againſt the doctrine; ſince 
both parts of it being plainly. revealed, by the 
revelation's being made, I am conyinced they mult. 
be conſiſtent with each other, though how they 
are ſo, 1 may find. it hard to explain: At the 
ſame time 1 ſhall be cautious of letting theſe gain- 
ſayers profit by their quibbles on that part of the : 


| creed in which each perſon is acknowledged by 
Eo | him 
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| Himſelf to be God and Lord, as if it aſſerted three 
ſeparate and independent beings, who are Gods; 
hen in reality no one of them is ever to be con- 
 idered as not in eſſential co-exiſtence and r 
00% ibrooedt el 11 


Jer. If the ds we. have had, have 


- helped in any meaſure to your edification in the 


faith, 1 ſhall never recollect them but with ſatis- 


faction; the volume which you now think you 
ſhall more clearly underſtand, I would recom- 
mend to your conſtant and earneſt peruſal, Nei- 
ther the former or latter part of it can be un- 
derſtood without the other; and you will in no 
book find ſo faithful an hiſtory of early opinions, 
| however the things there recorded may differ 


from the repreſentations. given of them in other 
2 * more lately publiſhed, 


Eug. I ſhall attend to your advice, and will now 


; take my leave of you, though there is ſtill another 


point on which I will ſome ane * beg a ſhort 
converſation. : 


Pd 


END of the THIRD DIALOGUE. 


DIALOGUE Iv. 


Fer. I WAS thinking of you, Eugenius, and 
T conceive, 1 have conjectured what point it is you 
h have yet a wiſh to talk over. - 
| Eug. It is fo cloſely connected with Re of 
our paſt converſations, that I can give you no 


great credit for this inſtance of penetration, if 


vonn eis Gute be juſt; But what is it? 
Fier. The doctrine of Atonement. | 
Eug. You are right, the ſame men whoſe ar- 
guments we have ſifted as to the Trinity, ſcout 
this, as unreaſonable | in itſelf, and ba hi by 
ſcripture. 


Jer. Were their aſſertions to be eaten! with- 


out examination, they would make ſhort work 


with the Bible, but by bringing them to the teſt 


of inveſtigation, we ſhall be more than even with 
them; as their arguments will then appear 


founded in ignorance or preſumption, and ſup- 
ported na miſrepreſentation and arrogance. The 
A mode 
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. mode by Sri they endeavour to evade the paſ- 
= ſages which ſpeak ſo plainly of Chriſt's dying for 
| 15 us, by ſaying that bis death gave authority to his 
3 daoctrine and weight to his example, making them 
effectual to turn men from i iniquity to righteouſ- : 
neſs, and therefore he died Tor” our Fry Is a mere 
8 V I 
Eig. I think it ane oP F tebe l; . if this 
be a falſe conſtruction, ſurely there muſt be other 
_ © declarations in ſcripture concerning this tTubjee, 
ſufficient to manifeſt its being ſuch. 3 
ke. Fier. There are plenty, but from theſe ty 
. ſtrive to turn our attention by talking of the un- 
| ” reaſonableneſs of the doctrine, and ſaying, it repre- 
| ſenteth God as forgiving no fins till he hath | 
received full ſatisfaction for them ; endeavouring 
| by this groſs mode of expreſſion to inſti] preju- 
dices into the minds of others, while they con- 
| ceal the real cauſe of their own diſlike; which is, 
* that the doctrine of atonement having been made 
| | for the fins of the world by Chriſt being eſta- 
bliſbed, their aſſertion of his being a mere Fane, is | 
| NTT overthrown. - © . | 
- Eug. I ſee the trick, but as on che one hand, I 
* think the principle on which they would juſtify 
putting forced conſtructions, and even arbitrarily 
| altering 


1 ) 


TTY paſſages of ſcripture, which contain docs. 
trines not according with their own notions, moſt 
preſumptuous : and ſuch as if done in human 
charters would juſtly bring the perpetrators there- 
of to condign pnniſhment z as well as equally ridi- 
culous with the mode, which is in the Tale of a 
Tub deſcribed to have been uſed, for finding i in 
the will, words which were not in it, and on the 
other am perſuaded, that we ſhall be much leſs 
liable to miſtake in our endeavours to diſcover, 
whether God hath taught in the volume of reves 
lation, that he hath appointed atonement for 
buman offences, than in reaſoning from any other 
ſource on the conſiſtency of his requiring ſuch, 
with the divine perfe&tions--- God hath ſaid it, 
F and therefore it is ſo,” being an argument that 
admits not of errour in its concluſion ; while It 
does not appear reaſonable to us and therefore 
eit cannot be ſo,” has in it much arrogance, hut 
no ſound reaſoning; I would confine our enquiry 
entirely to what is Kerbe in the en on 
dhis point. bh 85 8 
Fer. To bring * 8 then . 2 nar- 
row compaſs, what is delivered by the writers of 
* New Teſtament, being but the completion of 
Fg: - What 
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1 eribed to them as 1 


1 


. what is written: in the la and the prophets con- 


cerning Chriſt; and bat is contained in theſe 
being taught either by expreſs declaration, of by 
type 3 If by either or both of theſe,” we are in- 


ſtructed, that the blood of Chriſt was to be ſhed 


for the remiſſion of penalties incurred by the fins 


of men, or that he was to undergo the" ſufferings | 
through which he paſſed, that they might be ſet 


free from the evils they would otherwiſe have 


bee ha Mou deem that gk herr t of 


1 


r- 4 ſhall, 4 
Fier. We are ds by the Apoſtte to the He. 


| brews, that the ſacrifices of the law were patterns 


of the offering of the body of Chriſt ; If then on 
the offering of theſe for offences the threatened 


1 puniſhment was remitted, and the tranſgreſſours 
pardoned, can you think that leſs beneficial con- 
ſequences are to be aſcribed to the more excellent 


facrifice of him, who is called the Lamb of God, 
than ate by the law attributed to thoſe. thing 
FAN were but figures thereof ? 7 — 

Eug. No, certainly ; their whole efficacy con- 
Giſted ! in their relation to him, and whatever is aſ⸗- 
ures, muſt in him be found in 
reality. 1 . „ 


( 2+ J 

Fier. Well then, in the firſt chapter of the book 
of Leviticus, directions are given for any man 
who would offer a burnt ſacrifice, and it is de- 
clared,. that if he purſues thoſe directions,  hig 
'* burnt offering ſhall be accepted for him, ta 
make atonement for him.” In the fourth and - 
fifth chapters, the various ordinances far the fin 
offering do almoſt each conclude, with very little 
variation, with theſe remarkable words, And 
« the Prieſt ſhall make an atonement. for his ſin, 
66 which he hath ſinned, and it ſhall be forgiven 
 & him; and the law of the treſpaſs offering is 

yet more expreſsly deciſive ; * If a ſoul fin, and 

% commit any of theſe things which are forbidden 

E to be done by the commandments of the Lord, 

„ though he wilt it not, yet is he guilty, and . 
e ſhall bear his iniquity. And he ſhall bring a 
© ram without blemiſh out of the flock with thy 
« eſtimation, for a treſpaſs offering unto the 
0 Prieſt ; and the Prieſt ſhall make an atonement 
for him, concerning his ignorance wherein he 
« erred, and wiſt it not 4 and it ſhall be forgiven 
“ him,” No if there be meaning in words, 
from theſe paſſages it is manifeſt, that until the 

facrifice, was offered, and the atonement made, 
= : OT 


the offender eontinaed- to dar his iniquity, and 
| Hable to the puniſhment due thereunto ; but on 
theſe things being done, his fin was forgiven, and 
; he no men ne under thor of n 
i tion for it. N i 
Eig. That I 10. is clear. LENS 
n Is it then to be brlieved't that leſs benefits | 
are conſequent on the real ſacrifice of the body of 
Ekriſt, than on thoſe offerings which were but 
images thereof? Can atonement have been or- 
dained to be made with che blood” of bulls and 
goats, and avowed to be accepted, and yet not 
5 with that blood, from its ee to Finch _ 
the former derived its worth? R 
1 Eꝛug. That ſeems indeed Smet I ſhould 
: fither think thar whatever" benefits the law " held 
ariatica, the ſame may 4 ide esa from 
the ſacrifice of Ehriſt, 44 abe one "who hack 
ol In n 
Jer. So the Prophet Iſaiah bath taught us to 
expect; for ſpeaking to thoſe who knew the law 
concerning the Meſfiah, he ſpeaks of him in 
: terms "Worbwled: from the la: wg . When u 15 


© - %,+% 


5 * ; P 
; » % ; 
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He bare the an of many,” and expreſsly reacli2 
eth us, that the ſufferings he was to undergo, 
-. were in ſuch a manner for our ſins, that by his 


bearing them we obtain releaſe - „Surel v he hath 
e born our griefs ; he hath carried our ſorrows; 
he was wounded for our tranſgreſſions, he was 


& bruiſed for our iniquities, the chaſtiſement of 
our peace was upon him, and by his ſtripes we 
ee are healed.” Here it is the puniſnment of our 


ins; our griefs and our ſorrows, which he is ſaid 


to bear, not merely taking our iniquities by turn- 


ing us to righteouſneſs; neither could this laſt 


ſenſe have admitted of its being ſaid, The Lord 
es hath laid on him the iniquity of us all;“ for 
in fact it is only taking them from us, and not 


loading another with the weight of ks viſleſs' 
chit other ſuffer bot / thm. 2259 


Eug. No, it is not; nor unleſs, Chriſt: paid 


ſomething for our redemption, could he be ſaid, 
as he is, to ranſom us; for ſaving from evil by 


mere power, or by wiſdom, is reſcue, not ranſom, 
the eſſence of which conſiſteth in n _ 


ey for the thing ranſomed, 


Fer. Very juſt ; and our Lord des particu- 


larly teach, that he gave his fleſn for the life of 
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for teſtimony of the end for which he died. Thus 


St. Paul in his firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians de- 


elares, that “ Chriſt died for our ſins according 
to the ſcriptures; and in that to the Epheſians 


he faith; „ Chriſt hath loved us, and given 
« himſelf for us, an offering and ſacrifice unta 
God.“ In the firſt chapter of the ſame epiſtle. 
as well as in the firſt of that to the Coloſſians, he 


aſcertains what he his- ſelf meant when he ſpake of 
redemption. by che blood of Chriſt, by ſayings 


much inliſted on, as ne That Choe. is mere 


man. 


Jer. T 1 it 8 e we widen Pr "ps a 


dhe world, Colich was forfeit, on che n | 
of the penalty originally threatened, - Thou ſhalt 
ſurely die) and that he came to give his life a 

' ranſom! for many. His Apoſtles too teach us, to 
look, as we have done, into the antient ſcriptures 


”_ 


We have redemption through his blood, the 
«* forgiveneſs of fins ;** and in his firſt to Timo - 
thy he employs a phraſe. ſimilar to that uſed by 
our Lord himſelf, The man Chriſt Jeſus wha 

gave himſelf a ranſom for all.“ off es, 
Eug. Oh ! that is the text which I a or 


man, is clear enough; but I ſee pot how it proves 


8039 | | that 
: | | > | | 


1 1 


ne he is not more : Our Lord had declared that 
he would give his fleſh for the life of the world; 
according to which fleſh St. Peter and St, Paul 
| afterward: declared him to be the Son of David 
and the laſt Apoſtle here calls him the man Chriſt 
Jeſus : If this proyes, that before he took fleſh he 
had no being, they may well inſiſt on it; but if 
it only ſerves to recall to qpr minds St. John's 
explicit declaration that ** the word was made 
„ fleſh and dwelt among us,” their quotation of 
it will do their cauſe little ſervice. But to return 
to our preſent queſtion, no inconſiderable portion 
of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews is employed in 
pointing out the relation between the ſacrifices of 
the law, and that of the body of Chriſt, who the 
Apoſtle affirms, was once offered to bear the fins 
of many” and “ that he might ſanCtify the 
e people with his own blood, ſuffered without the 
8 gate,” and having remarked in the tenth chap- 
ter, that © every Prieſt ſtandeth daily miniſtering; 
Le and offering oftentimes the ſame ſacrifices which 
can never take away ſins,” adds © but this man 
“after he had offered one ſacrifice for ſins, for 
ever ſat down on the right hand of God.“ A 
few lines after too, he quotes this ſcripture, © 2 
e G6 will 


0 will put my laws into their e and in their 
„ minds will I write them, and their fins and i ini- 
% quities I will remember no more,“ and then 
adds Now where remiſſion of theſe is, there is 
. no more offering for fin.” In the words which 
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he quotes there are two acts of the divine goodneſs 
| promiſed ; one that of infixing the laws of God 
in the hearts of the people, that they might 
thenceforth obey them ; the other, that of par- 
doning the fins of which they had already been 
guilty z and with refpe& to this it plainly is, that 
St. Paul ſays, Now where remiſſion of theſe is, 
there is no more offering for ſin;“ for remiſſion i is 
not of laws which are to be obeyed, but of treſ- 
paſſes which have been committed ; and therefore 
for treſpaſſes only (the danger flowing from which 
endureth but till remiſſion) could the offering be 
at all ſpoken of. 
Eig. This indeed fixes the ſenſe of an (offering 
for ſin to that of a ſacrifice for pardon of actual 
offences, and overthrows at once all the evaſions 
attempted. But there is another text, which ſug - 
geſt itſelf to me as even alone deciſive, it is in St. 
John's firſt epiltle, * If any Man ſin, we have an 
& adyocate with the Father, Jeſus: Chriſt, the 
e * IS, righteous: 


» 


©. LO 


de righteous: and he is the propitiation for our 


* 


„ fins.” For it is here taught that Chriſt is the 


propitiation for preſent actual offences, which 


cuts off every pretence to reſtrain the manner — 


his redeeming us to converſion and inſtruction. 


Jer. Well argued Eugenius, you advance in 
Theology by a very different mode from our ad- 


verſaries, attention to Scripture only; ; I not only 


think your text proves the point for which you 


have quoted it, but I conceive, that what follows 
is alſo much in our favour ; © And not for ours 


60 only, but for the ſins of the whole world ;” by 


which it is affirmed that che benefits of Chriſt's 


ſacrifice extend to the whole human race, as well 


thoſe who lived before (according to the words of 
5 Iſalah, All we like Sheep ha ve gone aſtray : we 
have turned aſide every one to his own way, 
e and the Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of 
e us all”) as thoſe who do. now live, or are yet to 


live after his appearance ; ſo that every ſinner who 


with lincere penitence applies unto God for merey, | 


does through Chriſt receive it, 


Eug. 1 muſt own, I feel exultation on n this view 


of the bleſſed effects of ſhedding of the blood of 


the Lamb flain from the foundation of the world; 


and 
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el s, if this be not the right ſenſe of the 


£7 text I cannot ſee, how Thriſt can be ſaid to have 
given his fleſh for the life of the world, as then he 
| hath given it for rhe life of wt theſe laſt _ bt 


the world. 3 
Fier. Or, if we once admit of this bete! in 


| eee will be no reaſon againſt re- 
ſtraining it to thoſe only, to whom the goſpel is 
known, and we ſhall find ourſelves tending to- 
| wards thoſe ſour doctrines, the favourers of which 
give unto * a 8 n gag 


ance. 
- Eng. This recalls to my mind mother point, 


don which 1 wiſhed to converſe, yet before I pro- 
eeed to it, pray explain what you ſaid, that the 


atonement proved the ſuperiour nature of him, 
who made it; how does it? 
Fer. Becauſe its having been accepted proves him 


ſpotleſs : In the ordinances of the ſacrifices of the 


law offered by God's eſpecial appointment, and par- 


ticularly 1n that of the Paſſover, the peculiar type 
.-"0T Chriſt, it is repeatedly ordained, that the vic- 


tims ſhall be without blemiſh. But all the ſons of 


Adam are by the Scripture included under fin, 
nor are the very 7 there ſaid to be pure be- 


Ie p 7. ore 


1 


fore God theſe ſcriptural principles therefore, of 
the unblemiſhed purity of the offering on the one 


hand, of the corruption of the human race on the 
other, prove that he who was ſacrificed as the 
lamb of God without blemiſn, and without ſpot, 


and of whom it was particularly ſaid, that he was 
made like unto us in all things, ſin only excepted; 


is of a nature more excellent, than a mere deſcen- 
dant of him, by whom ſin entered into the world: 
Eig. I acknowledge, that if all mere men are 


corrupt, he who is ſpotleſs muſt be more than 


mere man, and think your proof ſufficient. And 

now: will mention my having heard the Church of 

England much cenſured, * e the doctrine 
of predeſtination. , 


Fer. It muſt then be by ſome 740 who either 


has not well conſidered the point, or elſe is very 
ignorant, or of underſtanding very narrow; for 

in reality, predeſtination is not a doctrine pecu- 
lar to any churches, or to Chriſtianity, but tlie 


belief of it neceſſarily floweth from a due confider- 85 


ation of the perfections of God. 


- Eup, How ſo! Can God determine to make any 
of his creatures miſeranie ? 
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15 Jl If "EY e be.incorrigibly wicked, | 


; he.doubtleſoly can; but there are miſtakes run . 


into on this point; men do not diſtinguiſh between 


predeſtination to ſin, and predeſtination to pu- 8 
niſhment; the former one would ſuppoſe none but 


mad men could aſſert; and of the latter, our ar- 


ticle ſays nothing; it is confined to predeſtination 
to life, which if the forek nowledge of God be 
perfect, (which none will deny but thoſe who are 
fimple enough to meaſure the Divine Powers, by 
their. own faculties) and he be kind amply to en- 
courage thoſe, who are diſpoſed to, and bounti- 
fully to reward all who do obey his laws, muſt 
be a true doctrine; For is it not to a Being who 
can foreſee, that a man will behave well, as na- 
tural an act to determine to give him a happy re- 
compenſe, as it is to another judge, who comes to 
the knowledge of deeds only when they are paſt, 


to aſſign the reward, he thinks they merit? 
Eug. Certainly. _ e 
Jer. Well then; 1 do you 8 to deny, 
the preſcience, or the goodneſs of God for if you 
allow both, you cannot egſapably object to the 
doctrine. ö 


Eug. 


"i + 


Eug. Gotl forbid [ ſhould ever blaſpheme : But 


7 it be through the Divine aſſiſtance that one man 
behaves well, and obtains happineſs; it ſhould 


ſeem chat it is through the want of that aſſiſtance, 


that another behaves ill, and how then can he juſtly 


be condemned, for va doing what * wt 


me „„ conn ens) 

Jer. That it is . the 5 grace has 
men behave well, and that thoſe, whom he did 
© prodefiinare, them he did call, we are expreſsly 


taught in holy writ; but then it is by God's grace 
working. with men, and their making uſe of that 
- afſiſtance, that it becomes effectual, and all have 


it offered to them; and the promiſes of God in 
the Holy Scriptures, to which our article parti- 
cularly admoniſhes men to look, are to all who 
will comply with the terms of the covenant, and 


if they exert the power they already have, where 


that is inadequate, they ſhall have additional given 


them, through which they ſhall come off conque- 


rours; but if they will not make the proper uſe of 
what they have, there is no reaſon why they ſhould 


have mere given them. Thus to him who hath | 
hall be given, nor can he who will not employ 
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the little he dun, juſtly compli, r ir chat ele 
— 5 
. 1 ſee the joltiee of this Ales . 2s 


75 God foreknew that ſo many would bring them- 
A ſelves into condemnation, why were they created ? 


| "i. To this queſtion I could perhaps reply with 
; more probable reaſonings than any uſed on the 
| other fide,” but 1 rather chooſe to decline what 
| Feems ſitting in judgment on the Divine conduct, 
| becauſe God is my judge, not I his. From fact 
it is plain that bad men exiſt as well as good, it is 


clear too from fact, that theſe chings are conſiſtem 
vith the Divine perfections, however difficult we 


; may find it to account for them; and if men for- 
get their own. powers and fituation fo far as to 
pry into the ſecret things, they ſhould be re» 


minded that ſuch “ belong unto the Lord our 


God: But thoſe which are revealed unto us 
0 and our Children for ever, that we may do all 
the Words of his Laws.” And if that will not 
en, their vain curioſity be told, that if they 
Had put fuch queſtions to the Apoſtle Paul, they 
would probably have been anſwered, Nay, but 
* O Man, who art thou that replieſt againſt God? 


- * Shall the thing formed ſay to him who formed 


it, Why | haſt thou made me thus „ I 


— 


| t 83 1 
Ih 5 Inka 1 ſtand corrected, and acknowledge fuch 
| queſtions to be preſumptuous; but what induced 


much about the importance of free enquiry. 
Jer. Free enquiry is undoubtedly of the greateſt 


a ſobriety obſerved as to thoſe things which it in- 


5 eludes, leaſt ye raiſe difficulties which though they 
anot affed the proof af the truth itſelf already 


_ eſtabliſhed, yet by the confuſion they occaſion in 


our ideas, may prevent its having the due effect 


on our hearts: To this vague mode of enquiring 


the prevalence of philoſophizing infidelity is in no 


ſmall degree ta be attributed. Would men coolly 
and methodically inveſtigate the foundations of re- 
ligion, taking throughout facts for their guides, 


and when they had aſcertained one point proceed 
to thoſe conſequences which juſtly flow from it, 


they would not only avoid errour, but attain ta 


the ſatisfaction, which true light and ral 1 


2 mind alone can yield, 1 


me to put this was my having of late heard 1 


| | importance, it is a neceſſary mean of getting at 
truth, but there is ſome difference between free 
enquiry and vague queſtioning; when once 4 | 
grand point is ſolidly eſtabliſhed, there ſhould be ee 
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4 1 am eonvineed of the zollte of your ro- 

mark, and ſhould like much to go through the - 

| rear points in the manner you ſuggeſt; if it would 
WD be intruding too much on your indulgence. 

Fer. I will willingly ſrate to you thoſe grand 

particulars of the external evidente of religion, 


Which the great pretenders to reaſon and extenſive 


Knowledge, who call themſelves deiſts, though 
they do not believe in God, but reject what he 


| hath moſt poſitively teſtified, ought to eonſider, 
but on which poſſibly ſcarcely one of the frater- 


nity hath ever thought. Indeed ſome who affect 
to take this name, may perhaps be as ignorant as 
a poor man who J once heard, did unjuſtly: accuſe 
himſelf | in that original ſeene 55 debate the: Robia 
Hood Society of Athene. „ SY 25t, 

\ Eur; Whay is the ep?) apr 

Jer. Nearly this, when firſt the cuſtom which 
" bade ſo fair to lead to much profaneneſs, of intro- 
ducing theological queſtions intoſuch places aroſe 
ſome queſtion of that kind was propoſed ; in the 


1555 courle of the evening an honeſt member addreſt 
 bimſelf to the Chairman in words like theſe, 


* Mr. Preſident, 1 ſhall not ſay much to this 


4 queſtion, as 1 never trouble my head about 


« church 


* Auth matters, for] chanks my God, 8 am ah 
ke atheiſt.“ 1 4 8 
EZug. Do not be fo ſevere on men who hi read | 
deeply, have Voltaire at their finger's ends, and 
: have ſtudied Gibbon's two famous chapters; but 
begin with what theſe champions theirſelves 
- ought to have made ſubjects of their meditations, 
Fier. To be then ſerious again, thoſe who their- 
| ſelves reject and endeavour to undermine the bez 
lief of others in the doctrines of chriſtianity, 
ſhould reflect that the hiſtory on which it is founded 
that of the Bible is the only hiſtory of the world, 
to which all the real phænomena (if I may be al- 
lowed the expreſſion, I mean appearances that are 
not imaginary) anſwer... To diſcern the truth of 
this aſſertion, conſider theſe appearances in their 
three ſeveral kinds; z. natural, political, and moral. 
With regard to the firſt, the ancient hiſtories ſet 
up againſt that of the Bible, and publiſhed or 
forged when the tranſlation of that into Greek 0 
hurt the pride of other nations, in ſeeing all their | 
pretenſions ta ſo. great antiquity overthrown, at- 
>» firm the paſt duration of the human race to be 
ſuch as is totally inconſiſtent with preſent and 
certain Phænomena: For the globe on which we 
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of mankind conſiderably rapid, ſpite of all the ac 


cidents to which we are liable, had the tace al- 


5 ready continued through a ſeries of many thouſand 
| years, the earth had been ere now fully peopled, 
but as yet it is not nearly ſo; abs a 
| fore thoſe hiſtories mult be falſe, e 


Eug. But might not the earth when nearly fi fall 


have been ſwept. hy ſome natural calamity. 8 8 


Fier. Theſe hiſtories mention none ſuch: 1 40 


not recollect eyen a great flood in them; and for 


thoſe of which Grecian hiſtory ſpeaks, it is dif. 


ficult to aſcertain whether that of Noah be not 
meant. | While it ſeems beyond the power of the 
| elements without a miracle to produce a general 
flood; and had ſuch come when the earth was 
nearly full, arts muſt have been ſo fat advanced 

as to have enabled the men who eſcaped, to de- 

| liver an account thereof to poſterity ; or had the 
floods happened repeatedly, and at not many gene- 


rations diſtance from each other, after ſome expe | 
5 rience men would have learned to prepare againſt 
| calaimities of which from their frequency the re- 
membrance could not periſh: But neither of the 
one wank or the other are e there any ſymptoms, and 
| = © clear 
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= clear thread of f hiſtory may now be cre back 
near 3000 years without any account of a flood 
— Capable of really deſolating a large extent of 
country either from its depth or its duration. Na- 
tural and hiſtorical traces and various and ſtrong 
ol each kind, undoubtedly there are of a general 


5 deluge; but then the only clear account of this is 


in the Bible, where the fact is aſeribed to the power 
of him in whoſe hand all nature is; and the tra- 


ditional veſtiges of it are, (as the learned Bryant 


Has obſerved) moſt plainly diſcernible near the 
55 region in which the family then ſaved afterwards 4 
dwelt. Theſe ſymptoms as well as the others tend 
_ remarkably to evince the truth of the Biblical ac- 
count; while the progreſſive peopling of the 
| earth, and the riſe of arts and of colonies from the 

| continent, all accord with the ſame: Neither is 
this all; for while the Holy Scriptures ſpeak of 
the earth, as being appointed by its great Crea- 
tour to endure but for a time, ſeveral are the na- 
rural ſymptoms thereof. That I have mentioned 
as arifing from its ſize, and the encreaſe of its in- 
habitants is one, ſince whenever it is fully peopled, 
By Co e in the natural courſe of ie at wm 


* om 


ati i ab 


. 
* mut be, ts if political 3 may be 
5 depended on, by mankinds doubling themſelves 
5 in leſs than four hundred years, within not many 
| „ "i 85 centuries, as it is now more than a fourth com · 
8 | pletely inhabited, ſhocking muſt be the ſeene that 
will diſeloſe itſelf, from its products not being 
ſufficient for the ſupport of thoſe who dwell on it, 
and therefore we may be confident that before the 
time can arrive in which the race muſt be ſo ine- 
8 miſerable, combating with each other for 
the neceſſaries of life, ſome interference of heaven 
is intended. Nor are there wanting other ſymp- 
toms. of the earth's, being conſtituted only for a 
brief duration z but thoſe 1 have ſtated are fuch as 
7 to ſhew that all the hiſtories that are not conſiſtent 
7 vith them are falſe, while thoſe which are, ſo far 
agree with the Bible, and wage 12 a9 thoſe which 
 ecord with it alone are trum. 
ug. But perhaps there may be bine which 
. 2 far agree with it, but i in ee and moral 
ee contradict it. 3 
. Fer. Should they differ from it © on any, i au- 
- ahority, of each may be tried by what appears of 
the facts of which they ſpeak : The Babylonian, 
„ Medo-Perſian, Grecian and Roman erdpires haye 
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ot 15 mY to decay as the ſeriptures declared, white A 


- theſe by not confining themſelves to things paſt, 
9 but ſpeaking of things to come when they were 
f written, give us opportunity of more cloſely in- 
veſtigating their truth; and as they moreover do 


that with the expreſs purpoſe of proving theirown 
divine original,” challenging all others to do the 
ſame; Unleſs theſe do ſo, all claim to any equality 
of authority is cut off, and a call formed on us to 
; receive the Bible as what it is declared to be, the 


word of our. Creatour, The preſent ſtate of the 
world, the Roman empire being broken into ſo 


many leſs ſtates, the great increaſe of commerce, 


of wars and rumours of wars, the riſe of the 


Turkiſh empire ſet up in open oppoſition to 
Cgriſtianity, and claiming a divine commiſſion, 
3 8 rapid ſucceſs, and the check given to that 


© ſucceſs, its now enfeebled ſtate, totally unable to 
perform its threats of ſubduing the earth, and the 
continuance of the Jewiſh nation Kill diſtin& from 
all others, ſurviving all the nations which have - 
s deſolated their ancient habitation, are political 
5 phenomena which all may contemplate, but 


5 which accord only with the ſcriptures, and eſta-, | 


IS - their account of that. extraordinary 
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. _ differ-from them therein. And for the moral and 
. "I phenomeha, man is evidently a moral 
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AY To falſchood of klonen which 
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ſubject to account, vhence his dread of 


1 future judgment; he is too manifeſtly i in ſtate of 


cotruption, and capable of great improvement 


and much happineſs ; the empire of the ancient 


idols was overthrown by the progreſs of Chriſti- 


_  mhity%as foretold'; the goſpel itſelf has been di- 


1 2 Norted to the introduction of others, and great 
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HY corruptions brought into the church, and now the 
tate bf the world in morals and religion is Juſt 


4 ha. the ſcriptures have aſſuted us it would be; 
and here they are entirely without a rival. So that 


| i 0 if that be a true hiſtory which gives a juſt account | 
_ _ "of all the circumſtances it mentions ; and that 
Cannot be perfectly true which gives a falſe 


account of any; That of the Bible is the only 


ttue hiſtory gf the world; and if it be true in its 


historical and prophetical parts, it muſt be ſo in 
its claim to being a revelation, as in its predictians 
appeals are perpetually made to the events as pro- 


* : ving God to be'the authour, by admitting which 
5 events, which at leaſt it appears he has, God hath 


„ ſet his ſeal to the truth of eee and the 
. N 5 e Fog eng Mc "ems 
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1 5 N _— 

thtents are fo too, and the man who attends not. 
7 to them, doth. in fact defy the juſtice and the 


power of God; and little are they attended to b7 


any falſe teacher, whether he be of thoſe who 

Attack the whole goſpel, or of thoſe who preach - 
2 doctrine in any manner different from that which 
the apoſtles preached; ſince againſt ſuch an ana- 
thema is pronounced by an apoſtle, his denuncia- 
tion of which was the foundation of that primitive 


55 Practice i in the church, that when any ſeemingly” 


novel doctrine was preached, the heads of all the 
churches that could be aſſembled were ſa, and 
+ aſked, if this differed from what their churches | 
had received if it did, then the preachers of it 


; Pronounced againſt all who ſhould teach it. 
Eu. It ſhould ſeem then that we have not only 
* the words of our Lat himſelf to employ, but an 
85 apoſtolical inſtitution to juſtify the employment 
of thoſe very clauſes in the Creed with which theſe 
converſations began, that are ſpoken againſt, 
Fer. If the doctrine be apoſtolical we have little 
1 that it is ſo, 1. * ys haye e to . 
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